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PREFACE. 



The anthor of these Essays has not republished them 
because he beUeves that they are distinguished by any such 
peculiar merits as to place thein above the average standard 
of periodical literature ; but because, owing to causes which 
it would be tedious to explain, the periodical Essay has en- 
croached upon the province of original authorship to such 
an extent, that the repubUcation of articles contributed to 
reviews and newspapers is the only way open to many 
writers of coming before the pubUc at all, or of testing the 
value of their own ideas by submitting them to the only 
kind of scrutiny which can be considered really effective. 

As several of the Essays upon Statesmen contained in 
this volume travel over the same period of our history, 
it has not been possible to avoid occasional repetitions : 
and as the Essays on Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Disraeli 



Tl PREFACB. 

were written, the one in 1859, the other in 1860, the 
reader must be kind enough to make allowance for ex- 
pressions which subsequent circumstances have made, not 
indeed less true, but less pointed ; and less applicable, per- 
haps, to those whom they concern than they were five 
years ago. 

T. £i. K^. 



CONTENTS. 





page 


Lord Macaulay 


. . 1 


Popular HisTOET . 


. 31 


Thomas Carlyle 


. . 72 


BOLINOBROKE 


. 98 


Wtlltatm Pitt . . . . 


. . 137 


Edkttud Burke 


.167 


The GRBNvnjiES 


. . 186 


ChabiiEs James Fox 


. 231 


Mr. Canning . . . . 


. . 255 


Sm BoBSRT Peel . 


. 286 


Mr. Gladstone 


. . 296 


Mr. Disraeli 


. 326 


Political Memoirs 


. . 363 


Party .... 


. 381 



ESSAYS 



ON 



HISTORY AND POLITICS- 



LORD MACAULAY, February, 1860. 

" Standing too near to a man^s grave, all writers who have 
trained themselves to habits of liberal sympathy and of 
generous forbearance— all, in short, but the very juvenile 
and thoughtless, or the very malignant — ^put a seal upon 
their lips."* We trust our readers will have no just cause 
for complaining that we have neglected the charitable 
caution which these words convey. In all that we now 
propose to say of Lord Macaulay we shall strive to keep in 
mind the wholesome fable of the dead lion. Be his real 
dimensions what they may, he seems very large to us ; and 
we shall be guilty of no remark incompatible with the as- 
sumption that he is one of the giants of English literature. 

'i * De Quincey. 
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I LORD MACAULAY. 

Another generation, indeed, will judge him certainly as an 
historian, and probably as a writer, with more correctness 
than our own. But the necessity for immediate criticism 
arises from the fact that all the mischief to which certain 
universally-admitted characteristics of his writings may 
give birth is to be apprehended at once ; and that by the 
time critics have become impartial, they may likewise have 
become impotent. This is the case, to some extent, in 
every department of literature, and is the legitimate excuse 
of the many hasty and unfair opinions which are expressed 
by literary censors. But errors of history are still less likely 
to be exploded than errors of literature, as history itself is 
more frequently taken upon trust. Probably every man who 
has any well-defined opinions upon poetry has read our 
standard poets with some critical attention. But of those 
who at a moment's notice, are ready with a precise definition 
of the most famous characters, and a prompt decision on the 
most critical transactions, in the history of their country, 
how many have read with care even one historian ? Hence 
a more fertile source of falsehood in the nature of the subject 
itself, while it is at the same time less amenable to the influ- 
ence of that extended literary culture which is calculated to 
extinguish so many other kinds of error. Nay, so far is this 
progressive refinement from exercising any corrective power 
upon historical fallacies, that it may be questioned if it 
have not even the opposite effect. That very appreciation 
of literary and artistic excellence which delivers us from 
one set of idols, may create another. The love of form 
may be cultivated to an unhealthy extent engendering a com- 
parative indifference to the matter which it clothes. And 
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there is always danger lest the political apathy which cen- 
turies of orderly progress, and absolute and hereditary 
ignorance of civil strife are calculated to produce, should 
combine with the predominance of literary and artistic 
taste, such as we witness in England at the present time, 
to aggravate the mischief we have indicated. 

Assuming that the above view is, to any extent, borne 
out by facts, the reasons for subjecting popular writers upon 
grave subjects to special and vigilant scrutiny, at once 
becomes apparent. Nor are these the only reasons. 
Even errors in science, though we should grant them to be 
more injurious to human happiness than historical errors, 
do not call upon professional critics for the same instan- 
taneous correction. The daily and hourly comfort of man- 
kind is so closely bound up with the truths of the physical 
sciences, that we may safely leave the vindication of them 
to the interested parties. But the peculiarity of history is 
this, that the erroneous interpretation of its lessons, while 
fraught with consequences which can hardly be considered 
less important to the world at large than mistaken theories 
of medicine or mechanics, is only made manifest by slow 
degrees, can be subjected to no immediate test, and arrays 
against itself none of those ordinary and material interests 
which can always be appealed to in behalf of the useful 
varts. History, indeed, seems to combine in this respect 
the disadvantageous qualities of pure literature on the one 
hand, and physical science on the other, without the com- 
pensating attractions of either. It has, to some extent, the 
intangibility of poetry or moral speculation without their 
beauty; it has, to some extent, the dryness of science 

B 2 



4 LORD MACAULAY. 

without its immediate usefulness. It deals with events and 
with human beings, which, to the majority of mankind, are 
unrealities, yet it may not embellish them. It demands 
laborious intellectual exertion, yet it yields no material or 
visible fruit. The prospect of impunity which is thus held 
out to men who, for any motive whatever, tamper with its 
truths, is obvious at a glance. It is, comparatively speak- 
ing, nobody's interest to detect them. If history is made 
amusing, who will take the trouble to investigate its truth, 
and who will care if it be true ? A few historical students 
— one or two perhaps crotchety hero-worshippers — ^here and 
there a politician — but of the general public, not one. 

Lord Macaulay was bom in the year 1800, and took 
his degree at Cambridge in 1821. Within a year or 
two from this period we find him engaged on a leading 
London periodical, and within four years laying the first 
stone of his future reputation by his essay upon Milton. 
This early development of his powers must always be 
remembered in estimating the character of his mind. 
He himself says that his article on Milton contains 
hardly a sentence which his mature judgment approved. 
If so, the rapidity with which he improved on the 
work of five-and-twenty is only less remarkable than the 
vigour which he had then attained. In his speeches in 
the House of Commons, delivered five years afterwards, 
where the temptation to be florid was greater, and the 
power of self-control less, than in the pages of the Edin- 
burgh, all traces of this fault have vanished. Indeed, we 
know few things more remarkable than Lord M^caulay's 
speeches on the Reform Bill, delivered at intervals between 
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November 1830 and July 1832. The first are as perfect 
as the last. They exhibit no shade of the diffidence which 
any young man might be expected to feel in addressing a 
deliberative assembly upon a subject so especially requiring 
exactly what he himself wanted — parliamentary experience 
and knowledge of constitutional law. His sentences are as 
cleanly cut ; his periods as telling ; his illustrations as 
vigorous and pertinent ; and his logic as plausible as in the 
most effective of his subsequent writings. He lacked, we 
are told, the gesture and the passion of an orator ; but as 
specimens of vigorous and imposing English, they will bear 
comparison with anything he has written. 

In the debates which took place on the Reform Bill, 
Croker was Macaulay's frequent antagonist. The former, 
though he spoke well, could not pretend to the same 
degree of that peculiar power which Macaulay had — the 
power, namely, of turning an opponent's arguments against 
himself with thorough effect. But on one occasion his 
reply was happy. On the 20th September, 1831, Lord 
Macaulay made his, perhaps, most celebrated parliamentary 
effort, consisting of an impassioned appeal to the aris- 
tocracy, to take warning by the fate of the French no- 
bility : 

And why were those haughty nobles destroyed with that utter 
destruction? Why were they scattered over the face of the 
earth, their titles abolished, their escutcheons defaced, their parks 
wasted, their palaces dismantled, their heritage given to strangers? 
Because they had no sympathy with the people, no discernment of the 
signs of their time; because in their pride and narrowness of their 
hearts they called those whose warnings might have saved them theorists 
and speculators ; because they refused all concession till the time had 
arrived when no concession would avail. 
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To which Croker replied as follows, in our opinion, with 
much propriety : 

But did the nobles on that vital occasion* show that blind and 
inflexible obstinacy which the learned gentleman has attributed to 
them ? Did they even display the decent dignity of a delibe- 
rative council? Did they indeed exhibit a cold and contemptuous 
apathy to the feelings of the people, or did they not rather evince a 
morbid and dishonourable sensibility to every turn of the popular 
passion ? Was it, sir, in fact, their high and haughty resistance, or was 
it, alas ! their deplorable pusillanimity that overthrew their unhappy 
country ? No inconsiderable portion of the nobility joined the Tiers 
Etat at once, and with headlong and heedless alacrity: the rest 
delayed for a short interval — a few days only of doubt and dismay — 
and after that short pause, those whom the learned gentleman called 
proud and obstinate bigots to privilege and power abandoned their 
most undoubted privilege and most effective power, and were seen to 
march in melancholy procession to the funeral of the Constitution with 
a fallacious appearance of freedom, but bound in reality by the in- 
visible shackles of intimidation, goaded by the invectives of a treason- 
able and rancorous press, and insulted, menaced, and all but driven by 
the bloody hands of an infuriated populace. 

And in that celebrated night which has been called *^ the night of 
sacrifices," but which is better known by the more appropriate title of 
*' the night of insanity," when the whole frame and order of civilised 
society was overthrown in the delirium of popular compliance, who led 
the way in the giddy orgies of destruction! Alas, the nobility ! Who 
was it that in that portentous night offered, as he said, on the altar of 
his country the sacrifice of the privileges of the nobility ? A Montmo* 
rency ! Who proposed the abolition of all feudal and seignorial rights ? 
A NoaUles ! And what followed ? We turn over a page or two of this 
eventful history, and we find the Montmorencies in exile and the Noailles 
on the scaffold. 

We have, however, given these quotations chiefly in illus- 
tration of his style, and the early period in which it hecame 
completely formed. None of his earlier essays in the Edin- 
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hurgh Review resemble his later style so much fts these 
speeches do. 

Macaulay's gift of style was like Pope's — of its own kind 
supreme, unapproachable, and, if we may be allowed such 
an expression, artificial by nature. Deficient in flexibility 
and compass ; as inferior to Burke as Pope was to Dryden ; 
below Johnson in elegance, and below Hume in the 
combination of strength, polish, and simplicity; he had 
something which they all three wanted, and has in conse- 
quence had a thousand readers for every one of theirs. It 
is not that Macaulay's own train of ideas was more distinctly 
visible to himself than Burke's, Johnson's, or Hume's were 
to them, for that is scarcely possible. No one of these 
three writers ever leaves us at a loss for his meaning. But 
they do not pointedly call attention to it. They make no 
allowance for that slowness of apprehension, that intellec- 
tual torpor, to which the great mass of mankiud are more 
or less subject. They wrote only for a scholarly audience, 
for men whose mode of reading differed as much from that 
of the uncultivated crowd as the upright gait of a soldier 
from the slouch of a ploughboy. Consequently, they were 
satisfied to make clear and logical sentences without caring 
to knock at their readers' brains, so to speak, by conclud- 
ing every other period with some peculiar emphasis. Now 
Macaulay wrote for the public not like a lawyer to a judge, 
but as an advocate addressing a jury. We cannot read a 
page of his works without finding ourselves continually 
laying stress upon particular words, whether we will or no. 
To such perfection has he carried this practice, that he 
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fieldom or never stands in need of italics, and his arga- 
ment remains impressed npon the mind like a clearly- 
marked tune upon the memory. So much, indeed, is this 
the case, that in his later yrritings his style not unfre- 
quently degenerates into a mere jig. This fault was grow- 
ing upon him in his later years ; though it would hardly 
perhaps have impaired his popularity with the bulk of Mr. 
Mudie^s subscribers. In fact, the public ear is becoming 
every day more and more attuned to this particular rhythm. 
It has been adopted by journalism, and is one secret of the 
leading articles in The Times newspaper. Yet, something 
tells us we should not like to read it straight on end for 
three hours. And such, indeed, is the effect produced 
upon us by the latter part of Lord Macaulay^s history. But 
when the public at large became daily more habituated to 
this mode of writing, it was not possible that the same 
vivacity and directness, adorned by arts to which the jour- 
nalist makes no pretence, would ever have declined in popu- 
larity with the larger class of readers. But we think it 
undeniable that this style was deteriorating ; that its 
least meritorious points were becoming the most promi- 
nent in the last two volimies of his famous work. Never 
well suited to historical composition from the first, it be- 
came less and less so as he proceeded; while persons 
curious in such matters became proportionately more alive 
to its defects, after studying the pure and elevated style of 
Mr. Froude. 

Of climax, the coping-stone of the emphatic style, 
Macaulay is a master; and this it is which gives to his 
lively and rapid antitheses a strength and cogency of their 
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own. After he has acciunulated his evidence, and brought 
oat point after point in his own favour with unwavering 
distinctness, he never fails at the right moment to give the 
final blow which drives his conclusion home, and leaves it 
embedded in our minds, to the exclusion of all subordinate 
ideas, which might weaken our perception of its force. 
Macaulay never crowds an argument. He puts no more 
into it than the mind can embrace at once. His readers 
are never m danger of losing the connexion of ideas. They 
are always able to bear in mind what it is that their author 
is proposing to prove, and to see the bearing upon that end 
of every syllable that he uses. By this * practice too of 
making the most of salient points, and broad and easily- 
understood arguments, he always contrives to leave the im- 
pression behind him that his is the common-sense side of 
every question : that any objections which he has failed to 
notice may be subtle and ingenious, but not deserving the at- 
tention of practical men. If we could ascertain with precision 
what share of his enormous influence is owing to this one 
peculiarity, we should, perhaps, be astonished at the result. 
It does not, however, require much argument to show that 
the principles of composition which we have here ascribed 
to Lord Macaulay cannot easily be reconciled with a scru- 
pulous regard for truth. The deliberate rejection of all 
minor points, which would mar the clearness of a state- 
ment, or refuse to come within the circle of some sweeping 
generalisation, must have created wrong impressions in- 
numerable. Lord Macaulay himself, one would think, 
must have seen the danger. But he had so much confidence 
in the truth of his general views that he doubtless con- 
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sidered himself justified in risking something to promote 
their popularity. It was from the union of this conviction 
with an innate propensity to rhetoric that his system of 
composition sprang. Without the first that system would 
have been simply fraudulent; without the second it 
would of course have been impossible. But though we 
should not think of affixing to Lord Macaulay^s style 
the stigma of dishonesty, it certainly indicates the ex- 
istence of that lax morality which justifies the means by 
the end. 

Lord Macaulay's method was in thorough harmony with 
his style ; and, if possible, still more effective. He is the 
Life-guardsman of literature. His history is like a cavalry 
charge. Down go horse and man before his rapid and reckless 
onset. His "rush" is irresistible, save by the coolest judg- 
ment and most cultivated intellects. Ranks are broken, 
guns are spiked, and away sweeps the bold dragoon to ride 
at a fresh square. But while all is prosperous in front, 
what is going on behind? The forces of the enemy are 
closing in upon his rear doggedly and savagely, and as he 
looks back upon the ground he has traversed, he sees it 
occupied by fresh foes, whom, with all his audacity, he 
hesitates to attack. What he would have done we shall 
now never know. But of these four volumes of bold and 
brilliant declamation, we may well say that they are beau> 
tiful, they are magnificent, but that they are hot history. 
^ Yet as with the actual exploit of war to which these words 
allude, so with the marvellous works to which we have ap- 
plied them, the mistake is forgotten, while the glory endures 
for ever. Macaulay will be read, quoted, and honoured long 
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after his aspersions of great men, and misstatement of 
important truths, have been buried in oblivion. When he 
ceases to be regarded as a sound historian, he will be all 
the more loved as a delightful author : and the memory of 
his errors will perish when they have lost the power to 
mislead. 

There was great unity and consistency in Macaulay as 
a whole. What he was in a political or literary light, that 
he was also morally and reKgiously. The great laws of 
moral action he reverenced as the common sense of hu- 
manity. Christianity he loved as an integral part of the 
British constitution for a thousand years. We say nothing 
now of his private or esoteric opinions upon these subjects, 
but it is impossible to read any of his more characteristic 
writings without seeing this much, that he- had little sym- 
pathy with spiritualism in ifjs most extended sense. The 
best token of our fitness for another world was evidently in 
his opinion to behave like men of this world. Had James 
II. been a Protestant, and William III. a Romanist, and 
all the other circumstances of the Revolution exactly as 
they were, that fact alone would not have changed his opi - 
nion of it. Men in his eyes were clearly not justified in 
allowing their religious convictions to stand in the way of 
Parliamentary Government. He is equally severe on non- 
jurors and Cameronians — ^they "were the two most re- 
markable specimens which the world could show of per- 
verted absurdity." They were fools enough to believe 
" that their business was not to save their country, but to 
save their souls." In using this kind of language we 
would not be supposed to insinuate that Macaulay attached 
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no importance to the latter operation. But lie was trying 
to draw a line which has never yet been drawn between the 
citizen and the individual. We may regret that a small 
and enthusiastic minority should in any country oppose 
themselves to a settlement of public affairs. But where 
they do so on religious grounds, it is nonsense to call them 
fools, unless we ourselves are inspired. This is the kind of 
intolerance recently rebuked by Mr. Mill ; and it must be 
granted that in this respect Macaulay was an inveterate 
offender. His essays and history constantly convey the 
impression that in what is now called moral or religious 
earnestness, no less than in metaphysical attainments, he 
was, in proportion to the general strength of his character, 
and amount of his knowledge, singularly deficient. We do 
not know if this was the case. But his tone, when he 
touches on any of these subjects, is that of a cabinet mi- 
nister, or an important magistrate, who has got conflicting 
interests to reconcile, or simple rules to enforce, which do 
not permit him to waste his time upon considering the ab- 
stract truth. Now this mode of treatment, while it is 
absolutely indispensable to persons in the position we have 
mentioned, is unnecessary in an historian, and downright 
affectation in an essayist. We have already quoted one 
specimen, from his history, of the thing which he abused. 
We will now quote from his essays a description of the 
class of minds he loved. The men are the great Eliza- 
bethan statesmen: 

In religious matters, however, though there is no reason to doubt 
that they were sincere, they were by no means zealous ; none of them 
chose to run the smallest personal risk during the reign of Mary ; none 
of them favoured the unhappy attempt of Northumberland in favour of 
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hifl daughter-in-law ; none of them shared in the desperate councils of 
Wyatt. They contrived to have business on the Continent, or, if they 
staid in England, they heard mass and kept Lent with great decorum. 
When those dark and perilous years had gone by, and when the crown 
had descended to a new sovereign, they took the lead in the reformation 
of the Church. But they proceeded not with the impetuosity of theo- 
logians, but with the calm determination of statesmen. They acted 
not like men who considered the Romish worship as a system too ofien- 
sive to God, and too destructive of souls, to be tolerated for an hour ; 
but like men who regarded the points in dispute among Christians as 
in themselves unimportant, and who were not restrained by any scruple 
of conscience from professing, as they had before professed, the Catholic 
faith of Mary, the Protestant faith of Edward, or any of the numerous 
intermediate combinations which the caprice of Henry, and the servile 
policy of Cranmer had formed out of the doctrines of both the hostile 
parties. 

Now the question which naturally arises in one's mind, 
after reading the ahove passage, is this — Did its author 
mean that the frame of mind he has described in it was 
laudable per se, or laudable only for the sake of certain 
results ? We think it is hardly possible to doubt that he 
intended to assert the former. If so, we totally dissent 
from him. However desirable it may be that persons 
placed in public situations should act in this spirit, we 
doubt if the most liberal-minded Christian writers would 
approve of it in private individuals. The differences between 
the Eomish system in its least Popish form, and Pro- 
testantism in its most Catholic form, as seen, for instance, 
in the Church of England, are such as no man can really 
think indifferent who sincerely believes in Christianity. The 
sacrifices and reservations which it may be allowable to 
make for the sake of the public good, we should be sorry to 
limit; though even here there are limits. But we are 
clearly of opinion that, except for so great an end as this, 
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such sentimentB as are here impnted to WaLsingham and 
Burleigh are not praiseworthy. Macaulay, indeed, has placed 
himself in a very curious position hy these and countless 
other tacit avowals of something very like scepticism. His 
general views of government and history require him to 
applaud certain ends, while his moral temper stands in 
marked antagonism to the means hy which they were ac- 
complished. He loves the Reformation. But had men 
after his own heart been omnipotent throughout Europe in 
the sixteenth century, we should have had no Reformation. 
He loves the Revolution. But that event was not so much 
due to men like Somers and Halifax as to the Puritan 
zealots of one reign, and the episcopal champions of another. 
The great public events which Lord Macaulay most loved 
nearly all owed their birth to the feelings which he most 
disliked. 

This defect in Lord Macaulay^s moral constitution was 
aggravated by a corresponding defect in his mental consti- 
tution ; or, perhaps, we should rather say, in his mental 
training. Not only does he seem to have been indifferent 
to truth as an abstract object, he seems not to have been 
acquainted with the deeper principles at stake in the reli- 
gious and philosophical controversies which he undertook 
to discuss. Li his essay, for instance, on Gladstone's 
" Church and State," he omits all notice of the one very point 
which alone gives the High- Church party any peculiar 
standing-ground. We mean the nature of the Sacraments. 
That it is which, in the Church of England, alone gives 
any value to the sacerdotal theory in the eyes of its be- 
lievers : while it has been an accepted dogma of the Church 
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in all ages, that heresy, which is not deadly heresy, does 
not destroy the efficacy of sacerdotal functions. No defect, 
therefore, in any Church, short of deadly heresy, can, in 
the eyes of High Churchmen, be so bad as one which makes 
it, in fact, no Church at all. Nor can any other virtues 
compensate for the want of that which is the keystone of 
the whole system. We say that this is the cardinal point 
of the High-Church theory. We say it is for the sake of 
this alone that apostolical succession has any value in 
that theory ; as being the means of conferring this power 
on the priesthood; and we add, therefore, that he who 
examines the doctrine of apostolical succession, without so 
much as alluding to the sacramental functions of the priest- 
hood, is, to say nothing worse of him, a totally worthless 
guide. 

We observe the same rough-and-ready style of treatment 
in his dealing with philosophical questions. This defect is, 
of course, most conspicuous in his essay upon Bacon. But it 
often shows itself in his theological and political discussions, 
too. According to the best modem authorities, he had no 
idea of the philosophical difficulties in which the Baconian 
system is still enveloped ; though he is such a consummate 
master of his art, that it is only by comparing him with 
other writers on the subject that we are led to suspect the 
fact.* He praised Johnson's review of Soame Jenyns on the 
" Origin of Evil," and in a manner which would naturally 
lead us to suppose it was to the philosophic excellence of 

♦ C. F. Spedding, Liebig, de Morgan ; also an article in fVater's 
Magazine for 1859. 
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that composiiion that he was referring. But as a philo- 
sophic essay, Johnson's production is trifling. Macaulaj, 
of course, had a perfect right to consider metaphysics un- 
worthy the attention of a man of sense. This is not the 
place to argue that question. But he had no right to 
assume it ; and, unless we are very greatly mistaken, this 
is pretty nearly what he did. Nor would it be the only 
section of his opinions which he acquired in that way. This 
is a view of which the truth of course cannot be demon- 
strated. But when we find the same impression rising up 
like a mist from all his works in succession, it is difficult, 
if not impossible, to resist its influence. 

Macaulay, as a critic, exhibits the same merits and 
defects ; sense and clearness are his distinguishing cha- 
racteristics. Sense to see those plain truths which critics, 
in their search after profundity, too often miss ; and that 
clearness of mind which made him sure of what he meant 
himself, and able to convey it to his readers. These quali- 
ties are valuable in criticism, because they are essential, and 
because they are rare* But they will not alone carry their 
possessor to the summit of his art ; and the summit of his 
art Lord Macaulay was very far from attaining. In this 
matter, indeed, there was what he little suspected — ^a strong 
affinity between his own mind and Dr. Johnson's. The 
review of Montgomery, for instance, is exactly what John- 
son would have written. The spirit of it is Johnsonian 
throughout, and the style much more so than is conmionly 
supposed. For instance, of the poet's lines — 

The soul aspiring pants its source to mount, 
As streams meander level with their fount. 



LORD MACAULAY. 17 

" We take this to be," says Macaulaj, " the worst simi- 
litude in the world. In the first place, no stream meanders, 
or can meander, level with its fount. In the next place, if 
streams did meander level with their founts, no two motions 
can be less like each other than that of meandering level 
and that of mounting upwards." Again : " He informs 
us that ' lightning is designless, and self-created.' K he 
can believe this, we cannot conceive why he may not believe 
that the whole universe is designless and self-created. A 
few lines before he tells us, that it is the Deity who bids 
* thunder rattle from the skyey deep ;' his theory, therefore, 
is this, that God made the thunder, and that the lightning 
made itself. Again, the motto of the poem of Satan is 
taken from the book of Job : * Whence comest thou ? 
From going to and fro in the earth, and walking up and 
down in it.' And certainly Mr. Kobert Montgomery has 
not failed to make his hero go to and fro, and walk up and 
down." Who does not recognise the likeness between these 
sentences and the caustic common sense, and rather mate- 
rialistic satire, of the criticism on Milton and Gray ? The 
former, says Johnson, thought that /' women were made 
only for obedience, and men only for rebelKon." He makes 
'* one god ask another god what has become of Lycidas, and 
neither god can tell." In the criticism of the Progress of 
Poetry we are told, that " an epithet or metaphor drawn 
from nature ennobles art; an epithet or metaphor drawn 
from art degrades nature." Of the last stanza in the 
** Ode to a favourite Cat" (which jumped into a vase 
after some gold fish, and was drowned), which runs as 
follows : 

c 
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Not all that tempts some wandering eyes 
And heedless hearts is lawful prize, 
Nor all that glistens gold. 

Johnson says, ^' If what glistened had been gold, the cat 
would not have gone into the water ; and if she had, would 
not the less have been drowned." If we shut our eyes and 
repeat these sentences to ourselves, we may fancy them 
quotations from the essay on Byron or Machiavelli. 

The critical powers of Lord Macaulay are, perhaps, seen 
to most advantage in the essays upon Byron and Madame 
D'Arblay. In the first of these not only is Lord Byron's 
poetry examined with great skill, but his position in 
English literature defined with great clearness. Macaulay, 
indeed, is never so happy as in marking out the character 
and influence of a school of writers. Here his aptness at 
seizing salient points, and his propensity to generalisation, 
are turned to the best account ; but his special examination 
of Byron's poems, though just and able as far as it goes, is 
behind the requirements of the present day. It points out 
their capital defects, it exposes the affectation upon which 
they are based, and it deals a heavy blow at the still worse 
affectation of which they were the parents. But the real 
causes of the pleasure they produce in us he has left un- 
touched. His criticism, in a word, is not in these days 
what we should call a philosophical criticism. His radical 
accordance with the critics of the eighteenth century is 
disguised by the fact that he everywhere proclahns himself 
their enemy. But he fights them with their own weapons. 
He admires much which he assumes that they would have 
despised, and despises much of what they unquestionably 
admired ; but his reasons for doing so seem based upon th 
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old-fashioned theories. We can discover no principle of 
criticiBm in the review of Lord. Byron, which would not 
have found ready admittance at the Turk's Head. In the 
earlier part of the essay, in which the transition from the 
ancient to the modem school of poety is descrihed, there is 
a passage, indeed, which might seem at first sight to indi- 
cate more enlarged views. We mean the dissertation on 
" correctness " in poetry ; but it is in reaUiy an imperfect 
account of the subject, vindicating one sort of " correct- 
ness " with great truth and eloquence, without in the least 
degree affecting our judgment of the other. Of course. 
Lord Macaulay must have known very well what it was 
that Pope meant by resolving, as he said, to be " correct;" 
but he seems to think that, because there is another and 
higher kind of correctness to which Scott and Wordsworth 
have attained, that a false correctness only was understood 
by Pope and Addison. Now this is obviously not the case. 
Because Pope went wrong in the moonlight scene of Homer, 
is no proof that he erred in cashiering alexandrines. Nor 
was Addison's observance of the unities necessarily mis- 
taken, because Cato happened to be less real than William 
of Deloraine. 

If, however, we were requested to point out what we 
considered to be his two ablest pieces of criticism we should 
refer, we think, to the essays on Machiavelli and Ma- 
dame D' Arblay. In the former, he has given us that famous 
critique of English comedy as it was moulded by the hands 
of Gongreve and his successors, which is far better than 
anything he has said in his special essay on the subject^ 
and, indeed, has become the locus classicus relating to it. 

c2 



20 LORD MAOAULAY. 

That is as trae a piece of criticism as was ever penned. In 
the second, he has laid down that broad distinction which 
has subsequently served to discriminate our two great living 
humorists : we mean the distinction between caricature and 
the exhibition of character, and he is, as far as we know, 
entitled to the credit of having laid it down first. 

But not only were Macaulay^s critical faculties of nearly 
the same calibre as Johnson^s, they were invested with at 
least an equal amount of prejudice. This is most conspicu- 
ously shown, as was only natural, in his own essay upon 
Johnson. In this article he attributes opinions to the 
doctor which we sincerely believe he never uttered, and 
comments upon some which he did, now with alpiost ludi- 
crous severity, and now with almost wilful blindness. We 
don't believe that Dr. Johnson preferred " Pope's Hiad" to 
" Homer's." We do not believe he called Gray a barren 
rascal. We don't believe that if any impartial judge should 
now read through Johnson's criticism on " Paradise Lost," 
he would think it either " wretched " or " ignominious." 
And we do believe that very good reasons exist for cele- 
brating a British writer in Latin, which do not exist for 
covering the Eoman arches of triumph with Greek inscrip- 
tions, or for conunemorating the deeds of the heroes of 
Thermopylae in Egyptian hieroglyphicfii. All this kind of 
criticism overshoots its mark. Dr. Johnson's main objec- 
tion to " Paradise Lost" was its want of human interest, 
as far as the action was concerned. When he said it was 
only not the first heroic poem in the world because it had 
not been written first, he had surely said all that the most 
enthusiastic Miltonian could require. The faults of detail 
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which Johnson points out, such as the allegory of Sin and 
Death, seem to us real. To what extent they may be over- 
shadowed by the magnificence of the whole poem, or how 
far the uncertain light, the general vagueness and intangi- 
bility, in which a poem on such a subject is necessarily 
clothed, may be held to justify any kind of inconsistencies, 
is a separate question. But we cannot see that a critic 
who refuses to allow this is necessarily wretched or igno- 
minious. The case of the Latm epitaphs is very soon dis- 
posed of. Johnson^ s argument was, that men of European 
fame should be commemorated in some one language which 
all the educated classes in Europe would be likely to un- 
derstand. In his day, Latin was this sort of common 
language ; and is so, to some extent, still. Whatever the 
reasons may be that are thought powerful enough to out- 
weigh this particular one, Macaulay's attempted reductio 
ad absurdum is clearly a failure. For neither Greek nor 
Egyptian ever attained the same circulation, or served the 
same public uses in the ancient world that Latin has done 
in the modem one. On the whole, then, we should assign 
to Macaulay, as a critic, the same rank which he himself 
assigns to Dryden as a poet — ^not in the first-class, but 
inferior to none in the second. Vigorous common sense, a 
manly and healthy tone of mind, extensive knowledge, and 
a carefully-cultivated taste, were all his. But Nature, so 
bountiful in other respects, had denied him that analytic 
subtlety which is as necessary to criticism as the microscope 
is to science. She had treated him as the muse did the 
minstrel in the " Odyssey." 

Our own opinion of Macaulay^s value as an historian 
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may be gleaned from what has already been said. In ad- 
dition to his other merits, he possessed to perfection the 
faculty which Dr. Arnold especially observed in Mitford : 
the faculty of appreciating the public events of past ages 
through sympathy with those of his own. . But in pro- 
portion as Macaulay was nearer than Mitford was to the 
past scenes which he describes, and at the same time more 
intimately connected with the present, does his narra- 
tive partake, to a still greater extent, of the character of 
an apology. His history, in fact, flowed from his politics, 
and not his politics from his history. He took his creed 
from the Whigs, on Groldsmith's principle of taking his re- 
ligion from the priest; and though he was doubtless a 
voracious reader, it is not equally clear that he was a con- 
scientious student. He found himself possessed of a faculty 
which placed him above the necessity of research. With 
that he could command the homage of the people at will. 
With that magic gift of style he would carve his way to 
the highest places of fortune. The party under whom he 
was to serve was ready to his hand. His course lay clear 
before him ; and, having once given his allegiance, he con- 
tinued their faithful and successful soldier to his lifers end. 
What sort of history would be written by such a man as 
this it is superfluous to inquire. Pope tells us that when he 
was a young man he plunged into the controversy between 
the Anglican and Eomish churches, and was a Protestant 
and a Papist by turns, according to the last book he read. 
A man who read politics in the same way, might continue 
for a long time fluctuating between Whig and Tory. But 
this was not Macaulay's method. When he got to a Whig 
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Stratum of fact, he wisely stopped digging, preconvinced of 
the worthlessness of everything that lay beneath. His mind 
was already made up, and he only read for arguments to 
help out a foregone conclusion. Hence, no doubt, the asto- 
nishing errors which he committed in so short a compass. 
It is obvious, moreover, that any man must sit down to the 
history of a particular epoch or reign with a much stronger 
bias concerning its events than is felt by an historian of the 
whole national life. It will probably be that very bias which, 
in the first instance, prompted him to the work ; nor will he 
be so likely to see events in their just proportions and re- 
lations, to be tolerant of adverse opinions, and to suspect 
his own, as he who has surveyed history on a broader scale, 
and examined it from a more commanding height. What- 
ever advantages the system of writing history by periods 
may possess in other respects, it is certain that impartiality 
is not one of them. But after all, perhaps, it is to the idea 
of history which Macaulay proposed to himself, as much as 
to any peculiarities of temperament, or accidents of influ- 
ence, that we must look for an explanation of the character 
of the work which he has given us. Thirty years ago there 
was a growing feeling that many elements both of interest 
and instruction had been too much neglected by historians. 
Macaulay notices it in his essay upon history in the Edin- 
burgh Review, and Dr. Arnold, in his lectures upon modem 
history. The latter writer laid a special stress upon geo- 
graphy as one of them ; the former rather upon the dress, 
architecture, and domestic habits of the period to be illus- 
trated. But both alike saw that a great step was to be 
made in historical composition by admitting into the nar- 
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rative much which earlier historians had rejected as un- 
worthy of its dignity. But Macaulay's language on the 
subject is too much like that of one who regarded history 
as an art. Of course we do not mean that he failed to re- 
cognise its final cause. But he evidently attached a dis- 
proportionate value to it as a picture. His natural pro- 
pensity shows itself as clearly in his description of the 
model historian as the natural propensity of Dr. Arnold 
does in his : 

" If sach a man,** says the EssayiBt, ^ as we are supposing, should 
write the history of England, he would assuredly not omit the battles, 
the sieges, the negotiations, the seditions, the ministerial changes. But 
with these he would intersperse the details which are the charm of his- 
torical romances. At Lincoln cathedral there is a beautiful painted 
window which was made by an apprentice out of the pieces of glass 
which had been rejected by his master. It is so far superior to every 
other in the church, that, according to the tradition, the vanquished 
artist killed himself from mortification.*' " Sir Walter Scott,** he con- 
tinues, " has filled up these fragments and turned them to admirable 
account. But a truly great historian would reclaim these materials. 
. . . . We should not then have to look for the wars and votes 
of the Puritans in Clarendon, and for their phraseology in ' Old Mor- 
tality;* for one-half of King James in *Hume,* and the other half in 
the * Fortunes of Nigel.*** 

** The early part of our imaginary history would be rich with co- 
louring from romance. Society would be shown from the highest to 
the lowest. Pilgrim on his rout — the outlaw in his den — ^the friar in 
the chimney-corner." *' Palmers, minstrels, crusaders — the stately 
monastery — with the s. ch. in its refectory and high mass in its chapel. 
The manor-house with its hunting and hawking, the tournament with 
the heralds and ladies, the trumpets and the doth of gold, would give 
life and truth to the representation.** 

But he prudently adds in conclusion, that ^' An historian 
such as we have been attempting to describe, would, indeed, 
be an intellectual prodigy." 
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Let US now turn to Dr. Arnold : 

^ Now/' says he " this great qualification in an historian is 
an earnest craving after truth — an utter impatience not of false- 
hood merely, but of error. This is a very different thing, be it observed, 
from a mere absence of dishonesty or impartiality." 

He then goes on to notice the droXatTrcopta 7rp6s rijp Crp-rfo-iv 

T^s dkrjdeias, complained of by Thucydides, and to lay down 
a variety of tests whereby the credibility of an historian 
may be ganged: noticing particularly a style of unvarying 
brilliance as one that should lead us to suspect the author^s 
soundness. But Dr. Arnold himself was the very reverse 
of a cold or indifferent historian. He more than once calls 
attention to the distinction between indifference and un- 
partialiiy, and bids us beware of confounding ^^ a decided 
preference for one cause above another with a misrepre- 
sentation of the arts and characters of the men engaged." 
The first, he repeatedly maintains, is inevitable in any man 
whose opinion is worth having, and he would not, there- 
fore, object to him for writing a Whig or Tory history, 
provided he did not misrepresent Whigs or Tories. The 
precise value of this statement may be differently estimated. 
We merely quote it to show that Dr. Arnold is, for our 
present purpose, an unexceptionable witness. He would not 
have thought the worse of any historian for holding strong 
party views, but he thought that, even so, he could make 
truth, for its own sake, the predominant object of his work, 
as, indeed, we find to have been the case with Mr. Froude, 
who commenced his investigation of the reign of Henry 
VIII. with one set of opinions, and concluded it with 
another. Jfow this, we think, was not the view of history 
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that was uppermost in Lord Macaulay's mind. He did not 
consider that it was his business to discover the truth. 
That, in his eyes, had been discovered abeadj. He had to 
narrate the facts in which that truth lay imbedded ; and 
these he was at liberty to narrate in any way that he 
thought likely to prove the most attractive, or that was 
most agreeable to his own genius. 

Public opinion, however, is in a fair way of recovery 
from the wrench which Lord Macaulay gave it. Men's 
minds, we trust, are awakened to the real character of his 
work : and will, ere long, be able to assign it its proper 
rank in the literature of the world. By the side of Livy 
and Virgil, whom, in the charm of his narrative, the 
splendour of his diction, and the character of his motives, 
he so nearly resembled, is the place we should choose for 
Lord Macaulay. 

To separate Macaulay the Politician from Macaulay the 
Historian might seem, at first sight, an unnecessary labour. 
But in order to complete our idea of the man, it may be proper 
to consider briefly what his relations with the Whig party 
in the State really were. ^* Much,'' it has been said, "may 
be done with a Scotchman, if he be caught young;" but 
Macaulay was caught too young. To a man whose destiny 
it is to be a professional politician, this cannot happen. 
In that case, familiarity with the proceedings of the House 
of Commons, and a thorough command over the means by 
which it is most easily governed, may be considered to com- 
pensate for any contraction of mind which premature devotion 
to business is calculated to produce ; a contraction, more- 
over, which is only likely to prove disadvantageous on rare 
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and peculiar occasions. But Macaulay was not a profes- 
sional politician, and his early success exercised an influence 
on his mind, which he had no subsequent opportunity of 
modifying. At the age of three or four-and-twenty, he 
became mixed up with a great party struggle, of which the 
like had not been seen in England for nearly fifty years. It 
was a moment at which the Whig party was seen to pecu- 
liar adyantage, and the Tories to peculiar disadvantage. 
Canning was the only man among them likely to impress a 
young man's imagination : and Canning the Tories half 
repudiated. The times had changed since the Whigs were 
worshipping Napoleon, and Wellington was saving Europe. 
When Macaulay joined the party, they had well nigh paid 
their penalty. The burden and heat of the day had not 
much longer to be borne. He found them popular, patriotic, 
and vigorous : with well-defined objects before them, and 
pressing onwards to the victory, of which the dawn was 
not obscurely visible. He remained in their ranks till the 
battle was won ; and, like the battle of the Nile, it was not 
a victory, but a conquest. In all that mighty and intoxica- 
ting triumph Macaulay shared, and then, when the first 
faint symptoms of dissension and weakness became appa- 
rent in his party, their future eulogist departed. During 
the four years that he was absent in India, the Whigs 
threw away all the popularity which the previous four years 
had brought them. But their young and able champion 
was spared the spectacle of their fall. His reminiscences 
of 1831 were defiled by no intervening associations. He 
had not trampled upon Peel, only to fawn upon O'Connell. 
He was unimplicated in that financial mismanagement 
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which made the return of the Tories to power a national 
necessity. In his eyes the Whig party were still invested 
with all the splendour of success, and all the attractions of 
constitutional Liberalism. He came back, it is true, and 
found them as low in public favour as they had been thirty 
years before ; but he had not witnessed the process of de- 
gradation. It was easy to attribute it to popular caprice ; 
and with the return of the Whigs to the opposition benches, 
they were able to assume a sufficiently dignified attitude to 
arrest the necessity for inquiry. It is doubtful, moreover, 
whether Macaulay, on his return to England, still continued 
to look forward to a political career. Even if he did, it 
seems likely that he soon relinquished the intention, and 
he was thus spared the necessity of asking himself certain 
questions which it might have proved difficult to answer. 
We should fancy that he must have steadily shut his eyes 
to the behaviour of the Whig party since 1846, and that 
he would have had little sympathy with the manoeuvres by 
which they subsequently sought to win the confidence of the 
Eadicals. What scope there might be in the existing state 
of public affairs for the exercise of pure Whig principles, he 
probably omitted to consider. His mind was wholly with 
the past. His first experience of public life was brief and 
brilhant; and had stamped a character upon his mind 
which was never afterwards changed. His political creed 
remained stationary from that moment, growing in intensity, 
but closed to impressions from without. His hatred of the 
8tuarts was deeper in 1840 than in 1830, and in 1850 
than in 1840. But his reverence for the British constitu- 
tion — for law, order, and prescriptive right, seems to have 
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deepened in proportion, till' we believe that in theory he 
was as sound a Gonservatiye as Lord Lyndhurst or Mr. 
Henley. 

We think, therefore, it may be safely admitted that Lord 
Macaulay^s efforts to exalt the Whig party were under- 
taken without reference. to the actual position of that party 
in the middle of the nineteenth century. His political 
principles were almost exactly the same as Burke's. Nature 
intended him for a Gonservatiye, but accident had made 
him a Whig : and thus he invested Whig principles with 
an air of sound and sensible constitutionalism, which is 
certainly not a part of their essence, but of which modem 
Whig politicians have been only too glad to take advan- 
tage. It is a curious coincidence, that just as circumstances 
removed him from the Whig party of the present, imme- 
• diately after their accomplishment of a great work, and 
before the ill effects of undue prosperity began to show 
themselves, so death has removed him from the Wlpg 
party of the past, at almost an exactly similar conjuncture. 
The good which the Whigs had effected by the Kevolution, 
had few drawbacks under the resolute rule of William III. 
The evil began to show itself in the reign of Anne, and 
reached its culminating point under her two successors. 
The good accomplished by the Reform Bill was seen at 
once. The incompetency of the Reformers to govern the 
country with success showed itself only by degrees. As 
Lord Macaulay has been relieved from the necessity of tra- 
versing the period of their decline after 1714, so was he re- 
leased from participation in their errors after 1832. Thus, 
both his life and his works come in contact with them at 
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their two most flourishing p^ods, and the effect of this 
circumstance upon a mind so prone to generalisation as 
Lord Macaulay^s, is easily to be comprehended. He saw in 
the Whigs only the conservatiye reformers of the constitu- 
tion he adored : he knew nothing of them as the authors 
of parliamentary corruption, and the abettors of French 
ambition. He saw they had preserved one branch of the 
constitution in 1688. He was not obliged to see in them 
the violators of another branch of it 1783. He saw, as he 
thought, amid much which was unsatisfactory in the first 
Reform Bill, a laudable effort on their part to conform to 
precedent, and preserve the ascendancy of property. He 
did not trouble himself much about their subsequent al- 
liance with the disciples of numerical representation. 

Such is our estimate of Lord Macaulay. That his death 
should have been regarded as a public loss was natural and 
was just. We doubt not that we are thereby deprived of 
much delightful amusement, and much practical vdsdom. 
But we think it fortunate for his own fame that he has 
escaped from the history of the Georges. He could have 
added nothing to his reputation, and he might have taken 
something away. As it stands at present, there arc not 
very many to surpass it. As an orator, a critic, and an 
historian, he ranks higher than any other man who ever 
combined the three professions. As a writer of the English 
language, he takes place with those great masters who have 
founded schools of composition, and been followed by gene- 
rations of disciples. 



POPULAR HISTORY,* 1859. 

It 18 reasonable to suppose that in one at least of the 
three qualifications which are said to be the indispensable 
constituents of a trustworthy historian we excel our pro- 
genitors even more, perhaps, than our posterity will excel 
us. Our sources of information are better ascertained ; the 
range of our curiosity is widened ; and we have learned to ac- 
knowledge the importance of materials which were formerly 
neglected as trivial. Of the other two, judgment, or the 
power of discriminating between truth and error, is of course 
a quality of the individual and not of the epoch. And so at 
first sight would seem to be the third essential, namely, 
honesty, or the wish to narrate only what is true. A mo- 
ment's reflection, however, vdll conyince us that such is 
only partially the case. We may be by nature ardent 
lovers of truth, and have no other desire than to see the 
ultimate triumph of right principles. Abstractedly, we 
may be quite ready to entertain the question of what right 
principles are; and willing, if left alone, to investigate 
the facts of history, with a view to this exclusive object. 
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But the conditions of tibis frame of mind, always, difScult to 
be secured, are daily approximating to impossibility. It is 
bootless to inquire' who was the original offender. But 
manifestly the first composer of what is now known as a 
" party history" was the inaugurator of a state of things 
which has made anything else almost unattainable. The 
historical student, whose opinions are only held provision- 
ally, taking up a work in which facts are distorted, and 
motives imputed to the disadvantage of those opinions, is 
almost inevitably converted from a philosopher into a par- 
tisan. He retorts in kind: the zeal with which he 
attacks the exaggerations of a predecessor is mistaken 
for the afflatus of pure truth : he is himself insensibly 
led into kindred exaggerations ; and, objectively at 
least, his love of truth becomes altogether dwarfed or 
suspended by his more active detestation of error. We 
think, then, that in the case of English history, the 
difficulty of arriving at the truth cannot be said to be 
sensibly diminished; since, alongside of our increased re* 
search, and newly-found materials, have sprung up new 
passions, animosities, and ambitions, prompting to fresh 
distortions, and altering our delusions in kind, but not re- 
ducing them in quantity. To require that an historian 
should possess immunity from the errors so begotten would 
be Utopian. But what we think we are fairly entitled to 
ask is, that he should not be ignorant of his liability to 
them. 

But while the intrinsic difficulties of history, arising from 
human frailty and the complications of civilisation, remain 
as great as they ever were, or greater, a new one has arisen, 
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peculiar to modem times, in our method of narration and 
composition. That very appreciation of minor phenomena 
to which we have already pointed, as an element of our in- 
creased knowledge, at once creates the necessity for higher 
powers in the historian, while at the same time holding out a 
dangerous temptation to writers of inferior calibre. To make 
a right use o'f such materials as we are here speaking of — 
to distinguish the valuable from the worthless — so to weave 
them into our narrative, that they act as imperceptible con- 
fbmations of the theory we are enforcing, without distractmg 
attention from the main course of events — demands, we need 
scarcely say, a union of historical philosophy and high lite- 
rary art, which was not absolutely essential either to a Hume 
or a Gibbon. On the other hand, the undoubted facilities 
afforded by this method for acquiring the reputation of an 
historian, with only the qualifications of an antiquary, are 
such as to allure into this department of literature a large 
class of writers whose vocation it assuredly is not. The 
accumulated array of social and domestic details, which 
now swell the bulk of our histories, affords scope for pic- 
turesque description without exacting the exercise of original 
thought, and are, accordingly, a not unfrequent symptom of 
intellectual poverty : as the complete and elaborate Shak- 
spearian revivals which constitute one great feature of our 
contemporary drama conceal for the moment that dearth of 
histrionic talent which, on reflection, they do but render 
more apparent. We are far from denying the improvement 
which has thus been effected, either in the one case or 
the other. But the improvement may be carried too far ; 
and the sacrifice it involves may be excessive, and even 
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now a class of works is daily being produced among us, 
in which the clothes, utensils, food, and drink of our an- 
cestors, occupy a larger share of attention than their laws, 
their manners, or their principles. We do not complain 
of the existence of such works in the abstract; on the 
contrary, they are both profitable and entertaining. But 
we object to their being spitted upon a slender thread of 
narrative, and served up to the world as history. « 

But these inherent difficulties, which beset the modem 
historian to whatever rank in literature he may aspire, are 
all and each aggravated when he addresses himself to a 
popular audience. The less educated the reader, the more 
does he require the amplest possible enumeration of parti- 
culars, and the sooner is he wearied of reading them. 
Generalisations of every kind must be done to his hand, 
while whatever savours of compression or abridgment will, 
on him, at least, be lost labour. It has been said by one 
who understood the subject well, t.c. that he was " con- 
vinced by long experience that most readers found it al- 
together impossible to impress upon their memories a mere 
abridgment of history; the number of names and dates 
crowded into a small space is overwhelming to them, and 
the absence of details in the narrative makes it impossible 
to communicate to it much of interest." This is pre-emi- 
nently true of history that is addressed to the multitude. 

Finally we have to consider what special qualifications are 
necessary to the regular historian. Now, in what is called a 
" Popular History," there is necessarily a strong temptation 
to pander to popular prejudices. A history which is not in- 
tended for all the world, and for all time, will not, it may 
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be thought, be too curiously investigated ; while the histo- 
rian, who depends upon the people, to a great extent, for 
his popularity and his profits, will, naturally, like the 
preacher who is dependent on his congregation, be always 
under strong inducements to flatter their self-esteem, varnish 
their failings, and depreciate their superiors. The power, 
then, of resisting this temptation is, perhaps, the foremost 
virtue we should desiderate in our " Popular Historian." In 
the second place would be required the almost equally rare 
faculty of sympathising with the popular point of view, 
without, of necessity, accepting it ; and of thoroughly com- 
prehending what the people require to have told them, 
united with that wide and well-digested learning which is 
seldom acquired without long seclusion from the world. 
The Popular Historian should be one, in fact, of whom 
it might be said he would have been a demagogue had he 
not been a philosopher. In the third place, it is necessary 
that he should have deeply studied the political and social 
problems of his own time, and have mastered, instead of 
being mastered by, the passions and prejudices of the hour. 
A history of England, written for the people, by an author 
combining all these qualifications, is, we are aware, rather 
to be wished for than expected. But that is no reason why 
we should not hold them up as the proper standard of ex- 
cellence, and do our best to expose the too prevalent fallacy, 
that what are called '^ popular works'* are necessarily easier 
of execution than works not professing that character. A 
little history is decidedly a dangerous thing: and more 
especially for a class of readers who are more likely than 
others to mistake it for a great deal; 
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Before proceeding to illustrate these observations from 
the pages of Mr. Charles Knight, we wish to state one 
general objection that we entertain to the entire school of 
writers represented by him. Among many very admirable 
qualities which their works display, and many useful results 
which they have effected, one most unfortunate mistake is 
almost always conspicuous. We mean the theory according 
to which the people of this country are represented as having 
been from the beginning divided into two hostile armies, the 
one seeking to defend or to augment, the other to diminish 
or to destroy a mass of oppressive and tyrannous laws, 
privileges, and customs. We no more believe this to have 
been the case in the thirteenth century than in the nine- 
teenth. Then, as now, society was painfully working its 
way through the special problems allotted to it. The action 
of its governing forces was more rude and abrupt; and 
when they came into collision with an obstaele strong 
enough to resist them, the shock was more violent. But 
the legitimate extent of that action has not even yet been 
precisely determined. And there are evils now existing 
among us, which are every year threatened with extended 
legislative interference, though not more deserving of re- 
pression than some of those, the forcible repulsion of which 
is a count in the indictment against our ancestors. The 
state of England, when our severest statutes against 
vagrancy were enacted, was so bad, as to make that evil 
fully as conspicuous and injurious as prostitution, for in- 
stance, is at present. We read of an ambassador and his 
whole suite being robbed and stripped upon the highway. 
The insecurity of life and property had become intolerable. 
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In addition to this, while the "valiant beggar" was thus 
roaming over the country, living at free quarters, and levy- 
ing his taxes as he would, the fields were lying barren for 
want of labour, and honest men were starving that vaga- 
bonds might be idle and "valiant." That laws of some 
sort should have been passed to meet this crying grievance 
we suppose not the boldest " popular" champion will deny ; 
and it is nonsense to complain of their severity, when 
severity was congenial to the whole tone of public thought 
upon the subject, both then and for centuries afterwards. 
K a penal statute was enacted at all in those days, as a 
matter of course it wad what we now call severe. Nobody 
complained of that. Human life was less valued, not merely 
by knights and nobles, but by all men ; and whatever the 
existence of such a feeling may be thought to prove against 
the age in general, it proves nothing more against one class 
of society than against another. We say, therefore, that 
this penal legislation against vagrancy was just as natural 
and defensible in the days of the Plantagenets, as penalties 
against the promoters of the so-called " social evil" are in 
our own days. K society was answerable for the former 
evil by providing no support for the poor to keep pace with 
the progressive extinction of villeinage, it is answerable for 
the latter, by the ban placed on early marriages, and by 
various other social conventions. Nor have we much doubt 
that even an increase of severity in our mode of dealing 
with this class of offenders would be approved by a majority 
of the British people. Again, if we take the compulsory 
apportionment of wages by which it was sought to defeat 
the combinations of workmen, who took advantage of the 
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scarcity of their own commodity to demand ruinous prices 
for it — ^has not that, granting it even to have been the 
tyrannical and selfish policy which our author represents it, 
has not that, too, been paralleled in the present day? 
What is the truck system, and other abominations of our 
manufacturing towns, which have been supported in the 
name of law and order, but devices to ^^ keep the labouring 
class in subjection to their lords and masters?*' Viewed 
simply in its economical aspect, it was probably an error ; 
though the entire code of political economy is, it may fairly 
be presumed, one to be unfolded by degrees, and fully 
applied only when nations have arrived at manhood. But 
granting the error to the fullest extent, it was still one in 
which the whole nation were participators. Nor do we find 
in any of the petitions against particular rates of payment 
presented by this or that body of artificers any intimation 
that the principle of assessment was deemed wrong, but 
only the amount in that particular instance. These two 
examples are as good as any others to show the force of the 
objection we have raised. Mistaken ideas of government 
are never confined to the governing class falone. In England 
they have almost always been the reflex of the mind of 
society. EeHgious persecution — abuse of prerogative — and 
an the many fonns in which they hare at diflferent times 
manifested themselves — ^have never been entirely forced 
upon a reluctant people by their rulers, but have invariably 
represented, as well, a strong national feeling. When the 
two have been divorced, the government has as invariably 
fallen. And what is called class injustice will be generally 
found to be the result of mistaken opinions, permeating all 
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classes alike, but which only oue is strong enough to enforce 
in its own favour. What, therefore, is called the injustice 
and oppression of the feudal times, was, we are confident, 
not the result of deliberate tyranny, but, as far as it went, 
of simple ignorance. Nor, furthermore, can men's ignorance 
of political economy be imputed to them as a crime any more 
than their ignorance of steam or electricity. 

Till, then, our " popular historians" shall approach their 
subject in a more enlarged and less sectarian frame of 
mind ; till they shall be able to take a comprehensive view 
of the life of England, and scrutinise her progress as " a 
whole f ' and comprehend the absurdity of supposing that 
there was any such inherent superior vigour in the British 
peasant, that the aristocracy could not have kept him down 
here as they did elsewhere, had such been their object — we 
shall never have a satisfactory " Popular History." When 
the fact that English society has all along been moving to- 
gether, and that the jars and disputes between classes are 
rather to be likened to quarrels among members of one 
family, than to feuds between distinct tribes ; when it is 
acknowledged that what we now call tyranny and misrule 
was very often but the sincere efforts of a government 
groping in the dark, to find its way into the light ; when 
credit is given for good intentions, where good intentions 
were more probable than bad ; then, and not till then, shall 
we have a narrative of England's fortunes which the poor 
man may read without feeling strengthened in his suspi- 
cions of the rich ; or seeing in strikes, trades unions, rick- 
burning, and other demonstrations of popular wrath, the 
lawful action of an injured people teaching their oppressors 
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to tremble. The pardonable mistake of the foreigner, who 
sees in an English street-row the beginning of a revolution, 
is repeated without excuse by those writers who infer from 
the turbulent complaints of the British artisan five hundred 
years ago, that he was the victim of systematic tyranny. 

We would not have it supposed that, by prefixing these 
remarks to a notice of Mr. Charles Knight's History, we 
intend to accuse him of all the crimes and misdemeanors 
herein set down. But we shall not affect to deny that we 
consider him obnoxious to the worst of them. The tone of 
his introduction to the first volume was quite sufficient to 
tell us the line he meant to take. He does not aspire, he 
says, to " the dignity of history," yet he professes to write 
a work that shall supersede Hume, whom he mentions in 
very disparaging terms, and ignore Lord Mahon, Mr. 
Adolphus, Mr. Massey, Sir A. Alison, and Miss Mar- 
tineau, whom he does not mention at all. In fact, one 
would imagine from the tone of this preface that he was 
ignorant of the existence of these latter histories : since he 
tells us, that for the century and a half succeeding the Ee- 
volution, we have nothing to trust to but Smollet and con- 
tinuations of Smollett. However, this is probably only the 
result of a defective style, which is visible throughout the 
work. Not affecting, then, the dignity of history, he " is 
not careful about vindicating philosophy teaching by ex- 
ample." A phrase which he handles much as if it con- 
tained some trap into which he might unadvisedly fall, and 
were a cunning device of scholars to exalt the art of history 
to a rank which it does not deserve. Having thus secured 
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himself from any suspicion of pedantry, he proceeds to tell 
us that — 

It is not too mnch to say that the actual position of this kingdom, 
its relation to foreign countries, the character of its people, the prin- 
ciples of its institutions, the elements of its wealth, the duties of its 
government; the reciprocal obligations of subject to subject, and the 
bond of air to the State — that these cannot be truly understood with- 
out a general knowledge of our history, and that whoever rejects that 
knowledge as less essential .... than the classics, makes a mistake 
which, &c, &c. &c. 

Why, it certainly is not "too much" to say this. That 
history is history, and that he who is ignorant of the one 
cannot truly understand the other, does not seem at first 
sight a very presumptuous observation. But the writer, 
having planted his foot firmly on this solid truism, pro- 
ceeds, as the reader will observe, to deliver that favourite 
thrust at scholastic acquirements which authors of this kind 
seem to think it necessary to " lay," like a ghost, before they 
can proceed in peace upon their journey. History is not 
dignified, and it is not philosophy, but still, such as it is, it 
is infinitely superior to classics. Having thus relieved his 
mind, he goes on to say that " all we justly pride ourselves 
upon, whether in our institutions or our national character, 
has resulted from the principle of growth, and not of 
creation." A sentiment undeniably quite true in itself, but 
not, that we can see, famishing any fresh reason why our 
standard histories should be thrown on one side to make 
room for Mr. Knight. When, however, we have read a 
little farther ouj we come to a sentence which does, we 
frankly confess, afford the justification in question. No 
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other historian has certainly undertaken to depict " the 
legal control of the insolent haron in his castle hy the re- 
sistance of the sturdy mechanic in his cottage ;" and that 
Mr. Knight has, in point of fact, written his history through- 
out very much in the kind of spirit which this single sen- 
tence would indicate is our chief ground of complaint against 
him. 

This, then, is our first charge against the author of the 
" Popular History;" that he has in the main, and notwith- 
standing his declaration to the contrary in his introduction, 
adopted a narrow and vulgar conception of English history. 
A conception which, notwithstanding that it is coupled with 
the promise of special investigation into the character of 
society and those phenomena which the dignity of history is 
presumed to look down upon, reduces men, nevertheless 
much nearer the condition of automata, and ignores their 
individual humanity to a much greater extent than that 
which it affects to supersede. But the English aristocracy, 
at all events, has never acted with that mechanical pre- 
cision, that unity of purpose, and that disregard of indi- 
vidual impulses, which are essential to the truth of Mr. 
Knight^s hypothesis. As part of the great feudal organi- 
sation of Europe, they inevitably acted up to the idea which 
was the key-stone of that organisation : the idea being, as 
Mr. Froude and others before him have clearly shown, that 
every man in a commonwealth, like a soldier in a regiment, 
had a prescribed place in which it behoved him to stay. 
The idea, indeed, is not peculiar to feudalism, for it entered 
largely into the Platonic scheme of good government. But, 
as first carried out into action upo]i a large scale in feudalism, 
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it does nol seem generally to be denied that the good which 
is effected at a certain stage of the world's history was 
vastly superior to the evil. No doubt certain apparent 
hardships, such, for instance, as the law for confining 
laboiurers to a certain locaWy, flowed, after a time, from 
the attempt to sustain this system. But what we have to 
regard is its original intention. And if it can be shown, as 
beyond all controversy it can, that this was praiseworthy, 
then no posterior ill effects accompanying its decline can 
justify the reproaches which our " Popular Historian" 
he{^s upon it. To stigmatise, for instance, the Statute of 
Labourers as "selfish," seems to us to betray. a singular 
want of historical insight. It was no more selfish than our 
taxation of America was selfish ; than our maintenance of 
Jewish or Roman Catholic Disabilities was selfish. All 
three, no doubt, were expressive of a sentiment in favour of 
vested rights. But we may be sure, that in addition to 
this was the conviction that as these principles had, on the 
whole, worked well for mankind hitherto, it was wise and 
right to perpetuate them. He who first sees when a prin- 
ciple has done his work, and that a new one is rapidly, if 
invisibly, growing up to thrust it out, deserves veneration. 
But the mass who fail to see this are not, therefore, neces- 
sary deserving of obloquy, or amenable to the charge of 
" selfishness." Those who enacted the Statute of Labourers 
did it without any suspicion that a new order of things was 
coming up with which such regulation^ were inconsistent ; 
and, what is more, those who petitioned against it did so 
without any idea that the old order of things was depart- 
ing. But these are ways of looking at questions to which 
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Mr. Knight and his school are strangers. With them the 
mistakes of the aristocracy are always crimes, and the 
crimes of the people are always mistakes. And so on and 
on, down through the whole avenue of English history, the 
aforesaid ^^ insolent baron" and " sturdy mechanic" are for 
ever confronting one another in a hostile attitude : setting 
a perpetual example of social schism, and indicating a stand- 
ing severance of all social ties, which we should almost in- 
stinctively refuse to credit, even if facts did not come to our 
assistance. 

In the second place, we have to observe that Mr. Knight 
undoubtedly comes under the category of those writers who 
have carried Hie modem system of historical composition to 
an excess. We hardly know, however, that we have any 
right to complain of this in the present instance. Our 
author expressly ranks himself with the antiquaries rather 
than the historians, and this candid confession must be 
allowed to exempt him from the censure we pronounced on 
those who act as if there were no difference between the 
two. Indeed, were we to subtract from Mr. Knight's 
volumes all that relates to the dress, the food, the lodging, 
the amusements, and the vices of successive generations, 
there would be very little left. History, he evidently 
thinks, without costume, is as worthless as, according to 
the old distich, a man is without his breeches. But his 
idea of dress seem to correspond to that of the stage coach- 
man in Washington Irving, whose notion of perfection was 
to wear as many clothes as possible. Accordingly, Mr. 
Knight half smothers poor Clio under the weight of do- 
mestic and social details, through which she occasionally 
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shows the tip of her nose, or her little finger, but is never 
able to stand upright, or move with grace and freedom; 
Still — tractent fahrilid fahri — ^here Mr. Knight is at home, 
and we cannot quarrel with him for having laid out lua 
strength where it would produce the most effective results. 
Moreover, as his strictly political views are, in our opinion, 
so shallow, we are not sorry that his pen should so often 
lead him away to subjects with which he is comparatively 
famihar ; albeit, such deviation may be detrimental to his 
fame, whether as an historical authority or as a literary 
artist. In the course of our article we shall give some 
specimens of the style adopted in the construction of these 
social panoramas, of which some are exceedingly creditable 
both to his taste and his industry. 

Thirdly, we must note, what is probably an inevitable re- 
sult of the method he has chosen, the loose and inelegant 
diction in which his regular narrative is written. Events 
are thrown together as on to a dust-heap ; no pains have 
been taken to ensure either forcible expression or rhythmical 
arrangement of words. To use a military phrase, his sen- 
tences stand greatly in need of " dressing." They have 
none of that closeness, smartness, and precision which is 
necessary to lay hold of the reader's mind, and to prevent 
him from forgetting what he has learned. To compress the 
whole history of England into the space which Mr. Knight 
allots for it, and impart to a narrative so composed either 
much vigour of thought or much grace of language, was, 
we are aware, a task of no common difficulty, and we should 
have been greatly surprised if Mr. Knight had succeeded in 
performing it. But, nevertheless, we are sorry, for his own 
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sake, that a work, intended to be pre-eminently the young 
man's History of England, should be pervaded by so mono* 
tonous a tone, and be so deficient in that proper contrast of 
events which, as Dr. Arnold truly says, can alone render 
history intelligible. K '^ the young man of eighteen" takes 
up Mr. Knight's volumes to ascertain how his ancestors ate, 
drank, slept, shaved, washed, and dressed themselves, he 
will still be driven to the "philosophic scoffer" to know 
how they governed England, how they framed her noble 
constitution, and founded her superb empire. 

We have now given a sufficient general description both 
of Mr. Knight's History and of the school to which it be- 
longs. To examine the " Popular History" in detail, would 
require an article as long as our entire number, and would 
scarcely repay the trouble. But, in order completely to 
establish the justice of both our censure and our praise, as 
well as to point out one or two current fallacies, to which 
writers of a much higher calibre than Mr. Knight have lent 
the sanction of their name, we shall select a certain number 
of passages for as brief comment as may be. 

The relations between the cultivators and the owners of 
the soil having already served to illustrate one of our posi- 
tions, the question need not now be reopened. We shall 
only, therefore, add to our previous remarks upon this sub- 
ject, that Mr. Knight is unfair to Mr. Froude in hinting 
that he defends the conduct of the Legislature upon eco- 
nomical grounds. Mr. Froude more than once expressly 
guards himself from being supposed to mean anything of 
the kind. While all we ourselves require to be admitted is 
the absence of any proof that the intention of the governing 
classes was culpable, and the existence of strong counter- 
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evidence in favour of its having been laudable. Because the 
restrictions upon labour did not work well, we are not ne- 
cessarily to conclude that those who imposed them were 
actuated by purely selfish motives ; while wholly to ignore 
the rfBucff TTioTcr afforded in the lives and deaths of so many 
of the feudal aristocracy, is scarcely excusable even on the 
low theory of history which Mr. Knight has adopted. 
Such, however, is the palpable error into which he is con- 
tinually falling. As soon as he can show that legislation 
was unsuccessful, he invariably assumes that the legislator 
was unjust. Nor, indeed, on this particular subject is Mr. 
Knight always consistent with himself; as in one place he 
speaks of " helpless misery existing alongside of callous 
indulgence," when higher up, on the very same page, he 
had told us that the labourers were " carefully provided 
for," "not overworked, having their hours of recreation," 
and " not destitute of the family affections." Now, if Mr, 
Knight had intended that this description should apply 
only to the servants of the Bishop of Hereford, whose 
household he is here describing, he should have said so, 
and we have no doubt he would have said so. But such 
was clearly not his meaning. He is accepting their condi- 
tion, which he pictures to himself in the above terms, as 
typical of the whole class ; and yet not fifty lines farther on 
he can speak of this very same class as affording a spec- 
tacle of " helpless misery." " Effect" appears to be, in too 
many instances, the sole object at which he aims ; or, if we 
are misjudging him, our error is but an additional proof of 
what we had previously advanced ; the diflBculty, namely, 
of making historical theories thoroughly intelligible, with- 
out the aid of a clearer and stronger style, a more logical 
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method, and more concentratiye power, than has fallen to 
the share of Mr. Knight. 

On the subject of the Church, in the thirteenth century, 
Mr. Knight observes, that — 

The leamiDg of the cloister was not tainted with the miserable 
political superstition of later times of the Church, when the king was 
set up as the image of God upon earth, above all human law, and be- 
yond the reach of punishment for misdoing. The slavish doctrine of 
non-resistance was not yet preached in parliaments and synods. The 
churchmen of the thirteenth century were, amidst all the luxurious 
corruptions which have been imputed to them, a sturdy race, who knew 
the value of civil freedom, and battled for it as bravely as the men of 
the sword. 

And a little farther on he denounces Hume bitterly, for the 
account which that historian has given of the contest be- 
tween the crown and the barons in the reign of Henry VI., 
and, reminding us that De Montfort was supported by the 
clergy, attributes Hume^s unfavourable description of him 
to his love of kings and his " hatred of priests." Now, this 
is an expression which serves Mr. Knight's turn very well 
in this particular passage, though it is quite inconsistent 
with his general views to deny that the feudal aristocracy 
were tyrants ; but this is just another sample of what we 
have to complain of throughout, namely, that he blows hot 
and cold upon particular characters and policies, according 
to their capability for producing the desired effect at a 
given moment. But the fact is that neither the aristocracy 
nor the Church are to be judged of by particular individuals 
or special transactions. K Stephen Langton ''knew the 
value of civil freedom" so well as to aid in Magna Charta, 
and refuse to obey the Pope, what did A'Becket know 
about it? If Simon de Montfort befriended the people, 
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what of Front de Boeuf ? If the feudal barons were so de- 
voted to the liberty of the subject, why did they confine the 
benefits of Magna Charta to their own order, or refuse the 
emancipation of their villeins at the suggestion of King 
Eichard II. ? For ourselves, we can have no doubt that, 
however excellent was the conduct of the Church on par- 
ticular occasions, her general attitude depended on the most 
simple and intelligible motives. Previous to the Keforma- 
tion, the Church had more to fear from the crown than from 
the nation ; after that event, she had more to fear from the 
people than the crown. While in commimion with the 
Pope, his temporal supremacy was a constant subject of 
collision between the King of England and the clergy; 
and the monarchy was the only centralised power in the 
country capable of entertaining serious designs upon the 
Church. In the seventeenth century, when the King be- 
came the Head of the Church, it was parliament that was 
dangerous to the clergy. In the thirteenth, the barons were 
far too disunited, and far too devout, for anything to be 
apprehended from them. But if the Church was actuated 
by such motives as Mr. Knight imagines, why did she 
not protest against the Statute of Labourers, against the 
Vagrancy Laws, and those other alleged social iniquities 
which figure so prominently in Mr. Knight's pages ? Again, 
of Simon de Montfort himself, either he was a type of his 
order, or he was not. If he was, how does Mr. Knight 
reconcile the enthusiasm he is said to have inspired with 
the character which he elsewhere draws of that order? 
If he was not, his private virtues do not affect the 
language employed by Hume in speaking of the insurrec- 
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tion. For ourselves, we have no doubt that, whatever 
might have been the true disposition and intentions of " the 
great earl" himself, the cause in which he fought was prac- 
tically the cause of the feudal oligarchy, versus the power 
of the crown, and represented a contest which, at that time, 
was being waged all over Europe. That oligarchy did 
great things for us. They planted a noble tree of liberty, 
which, though intended to shelter but themselves, has pro- 
duced a forest from its acorns. They created the English 
gentleman, and taught the commonalty to love him. In a 
word, they made " the privileged classes" popular, a feat 
accomplished nowhere but in England, and which is, in 
fact, the secret of our long political stability. But we must 
not allow these merits, great as they are, to blind us to the 
fact that, through all those centuries of turbulence, the 
crown, after all, is the power to which our sympathy is due. 
Much as we owe to the exertions of the feudal nobility, we 
owe still more to that splendid line of princes whose vigorous 
hands forced the discordant elements of society intx) their 
proper places ; compelled obedience to law, and respect for 
right ; grappled boldly with the great ecclesiastical domi- 
nion, and, after a deadly conflict, reduced it to due subordi- 
nation ; and, by these means alone, rendered possible the 
great constitutional labours of the seventeenth and eigh- 
teenth centuries. Had the nobility triumphed over the 
crown in the fourteenth century, England would have 
sunk into the condition of Poland ; as, if the crown had 
triumphed over the aristocracy in the seventeenth centiuy, 
she would have remained at about the level of Sardinia.* 

♦ Written ia 1859. 
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But " Populp-r History" runs away with the i4ea that all 
resistance to power of any Jsind is praiseworthy ; that the 
clergy were praiseworthy for resisting th© king, and the 
king for resisting the clergy ; that the barons were patriotic 
for defying the crown, and the people for defying the 
barons ; ftnd so on, in a never-ending circle of epli^htened 
absurdity. Of couf se, we know well enough that one party 
would not be uniformly in the right as to particulars : that 
resistance of either by the other might, in special cases, be 
justifiable. But what, we have to ask, was the principle 
imderlyiug the conflict from the beginning to the end ? 
This is the question which Hume had asked himself, and 
his answer to which has exposed him to Mr. KJiight's 
abuse, as " a supporter of kings and h^ter of priests." He 
saw in the stniggle between the king and the barons, apd 
between the clergy and the king, under every guise, and in 
every alliance, the effort of the young and rising " State"- 
to emerge fron^ the ans^rchy of a feudal confederation, an4 
the ever-recurring struggle of the civil power to assert its 
authority against the pretensions of the spiritual. Although 
circumstances might at times so alter the position of the 
conflicting forces as to give a momentaiy appearance of 
right to the side which was habitually in the wrong, Hume 
did, not allow his judgment to be obscured, or even his lan- 
guage to be materially modified, by these exceptional phases 
of the contest ; and he resolved that those who wrestled for 
the assertion of these important principles should not lack 
their due meed of praise. Whatever may be Hume's short- 
comings, we sincerely trust that the spirit by which his 
history of this epoch is pervaded may never cease to be the 
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predominant one in this island, and that the popularity of 
finch historians as measure their chances of success, like the 
author of a melodrama, by the number of crimes they can 
introduce, may long exist in name only, and never extend 
to the reality. 

A point upon which Mr. Knight is, as might be ex> 
pected, contemptuously positive, is the hereditary right of 
the English sovereigns. As affecting a principle which 
more than any other contributed to that victory of right 
over might to which we have already alluded, this state- 
ment calls for some examination. There are two principal 
occasions in English history by which this principle is 
usually tested — ^namely, the accession of Henry VII. and 
James I. But it will be useful to begin a little higher up 
the stream. After noticing the rise of the study of the law 
as a separate profession in the beginning of the thirteenth 
century, and the establishment of a regular legal system by 
" the great work of Bracton," at the end of Henry in.'s 
reign, Mr. Hallam proceeds to point out how the succession 
to the crown came, naturally and beneficially, to be settled 
according to the principles of law. And, no doubt, as 
civilisation, habits of settled industry, and domestic com- 
fort began to make head against the exclusively warlike 
propensities of a barbarous era, men would turn with favour 
towards any system which seemed to guarantee them an 
immunity from the disorders of a contested succession. In 
addition to the calamities which had befallen their own 
country during the three previous centuries for want of a 
fixed law of inheritance, the subjects of Edward I. had 
before their eyes the warning example of Scotland. And 
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they might not improbably have traced some resemblance 
between the circumstances which had paved the way for 
her subjugation to England, and those which had laid Eng- 
land prostrate before the lances of Normandy. At all 
events, it is a curious coincidence, if nothing more, that the 
first English sovereign, in whose person the application of 
the principle of primogeniture to the regal office was fiilly 
acknowledged, should have been Edward II. ; and this cir- 
cumstance may fairly be taken as the sign of a resolve, on 
the part of the English nation, that, in this country at least, 
the question of the succession should in future require no 
arbitrator. We find, accordingly, that in the proclamation of 
Edward II., the words which had hitherto formed part of 
the formula, implying the existence of a veto on the part 
of the nobility, were, for the first time, omitted, and 
Edward declared king, jure hcBreditario, alone. Now, let 
us hear how Mr. Knight describes this event. " No doubt 
the ancient forms of election were gone through. On the 
death of Edward I., his eldest son, Edward II., succeeded," 
as Walsingham records, " not only by hereditary right, but 
by the unanimous assent of the nobles and great men." 
Upon reference to Hallam (" Middle Ages," ii. 195), we 
discover that this, indeed, is the language in which the 
annalist has himself recorded the transaction, but that, as 
we have said, the words were not really used in the procla- 
mation. As a popular narrative is presumably intended for 
those persons who are not likely to read any other, so im- 
portant a point in enabling them to trace the character of 
the English monarchy should have been ascertained, we 
think, with rather more care. Again, in alluding to the 
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Act of Parliament which settlied tte crown Upon Heiiry VIL, 
Mr. Knight observes, " Parliament would not accept the 
vaiii ^reteiisioh of an hereditary title.'* Sere, we are 
aware, Mr. Knight has two considerable authorities on his 
side, namely, Lord Bolingbroke and Mi*. Hallam. But we 
think that both these writers have been partially led astray 
by the circumstances of the period in which they wrote, aiid 
have laid too much stress upon the fact that Parliament 
would not allow that sovereign to usurp an hereditary claim 
whlcn he did not possess, and too little on the fact that 
they settled the succession in future on the strictest heredi- 
tary basis. Surely these circumstances prove much more 
In favour of the doctrine of hereditary right than the re- 
pudiation of Henry's own pretensions proves against it. 
Ah admission of his claim would, as it seems to us, have 
been more like a proof of indifference than devotion to the 
principle at stake. They desired to inake the crown here- 
ditary in Henry's family, and what so easy a way of doing 
it as to have laid down that he succeeded to it himself by 
that title, had they not been scrupulous about the purity 
and indefeasibility of the principle ? It is to be doubted, 
£ilso, if Henry's extreme anxiety to obtain a recognition of 
his own hereditary claim can be accounted for in aiiy other 
way than by supposing the idea to have already taken deep 
root in the public opinion of the age. So ardently did he 
desire this, that he made special application to the Pope to 
help him over the difficulty, and to make up for his own 
deficiencies by the unciion of an infallible decree. Yet 
Henry 'ifas not a proud man. While if the wish sprung 
from mere sentiment, though Henry had as little sentiment, 
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in all probability, as a cod-fish, notning but the antiquity 
of the practice could have created such a feeling. But the 
true explanation, we have no doubt, is that the people had 
now, for two hundred years, been accustomed to the prin- 
ciple, and that he felt he could not calculate on their alle- 
giance without its authority. 

Of the accession of James I., Mr. Knight merely says, 
that Parliament made a wise choice. But he was Dound, 
not more as a candid, than as a " popular," historian, io 
have shown how strongly the circumstances of his accession 
testify to tne recognition and acceptance by Englishmen of 
the nereditary principle. Hie acknowledgment of James 1. 
was a direct repudiation of parliamentary title in favour of 
hereditary right. 6y the 35tn Hen. VIII., tnai sovereign 
had been empowered to determine the succession of the 
crown, which he did by settling it, after the death of his 
own children, upon the descendants of his younger sister, 
Mary, instead of the descendants of his elder sister. Mar- 
garet. At the death of Queen Elizabeth, the former were 
represented by Lord Beauchamp, the son of the Earl of 
Hertford, and the latter by James VI. of Scotland. But 
the former title was passed over, and the claim of hereditary 
right, that is, of the heir-at-law, preferred to it. Hallam 
would endeavour to persuade us that ihe hereditary right 
of James had nothing to do with the allegiance prof- 
fered to him by the Britisn legislature. It is difficult, 
however, to understand upon what grounds he bases this 
opinion. The conduct of Parliament was in exact con- 
formity with the principle laid down at the accession of 
fienry VII. They had then declared the crown io be here- 
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ditary in the Tudor dynasty ; and though they had obse- 
quiously permitted Henry VIII. to infringe this rule of 
succession, yet, when his heavy hand was taken off them, it 
was only natural they should recur to the practice which 
was generally deemed the most salutary. The fact is, that 
we must not confound that exceptional interference with 
the lineal descent which special emergencies had rendered 
needful from the foundation of the monarchy, with the ex- 
istence of a pretension to control the ordinary operation of 
the law. The principle of hereditary right only meant that 
the king was to succeed to his father according to the same 
principle which regulated the succession to private property. 
How this principle was established by the feudal lawyers, 
and confirmed by the opinion of society, to whose best in- 
terests it was conducive, we have already mentioned, on the 
authority of the great constitutional historian. But just as 
the king could resume a vassal's grant of land, should he be 
guilty of certain specified offences, so, of course, could the 
nation resume the king's, when convicted of analogous 
transgressions. But neither in the one nor the other could 
this liability to deprivation affect the principle of inheritance. 
A family might lose their estates for treason to the govern- 
ment of the day ; but in the family to which they were re- 
granted, the principle of primogeniture immediately took 
effect anew. And government never dreamed that, because 
they had a right to take a man's property away from him, 
they had, therefore, any right to interfere with the estab- 
lished law of succession to that property. Simple and almost 
superfluous as this statement may appear, it is only by 
keeping it steadily before their eyes that the people can 
acquire a correct estimate of what the English monarchy 
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really is. If the king were guilty of treason to his subjects 
— ^using the phrase simply as an illustration — ^his crown was 
confiscated* to the nation, who then re-granted it anew to 
another family. But it was to the family they granted it, 
and not to the individual ; and, haying once granted it, had 
no legal right to interfere with its lineal transmission. This 
is the trae distinction, which writers like Mr. Knight fail to 
perceive, between the extravagant doctrine of divine right 
on the one hand, and the inadequate doctrine of a par- 
liamentary title on the other. The right of the sovereign 
to the crown is divine only in the sense in which all human 
law, as the representative of God's law, is divine. And the 
right is parliamentary only, as, for instance, the Buke of 
Marlborough's title to Blenheim may be called parlia- 
mentary, because the estate was given him by Parliament, 
and could be taken away if he levied war on Queen Vic- 
toria. 

It is to be observed, moreover, that arguments in favour 
of this or that constitutional theory, drawn from the practice 
of remote times, are frequently suggestive of others which 
are proportionably fatal to it. For instance, if it be said 
that no justification of Charles L's arbitrary exertions of 
power can be derived from the conduct of the Anglo-Norman 
and Plantagenet sovereigns, because in their time the theory 
of the constitution was unformed, as truly may it be said 
that neither can anything prejudicial to the doctrine of 
hereditary right, for the same reason, be deduced from 
them. And vice versd, that if the procedures of those days 
are allowed to be declarative of the constitution in one 

* The sanctity of the sovereign's person is a separate qnestion. 
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thing, they must be allowed to be so In another. It liiight 
also be urged that the irregularities in the succession, prior 
to the reign of Henry Vll., prove nothing against the doc- 
trine of hereditary right. For that which is admitted in 
theory, will often, in rude and violent times, be set at 
nought in practice. That various sovereigns should have 
thought ttie sanction of Parliament a very useful supplement 
io the right whicn they deemed themselves to possess 
already, is not astonishing; while that they should have 
made use of it to establish claims* not founded on strict 
hereditary rigti, is as far from being an argument against 
the tatter, as it is a presumption in favour of its naving^ 
been the standing custom of the realm. 

Mr. Knight's description of ihe great Siuart controversy 
will, of course, be readily divined by our readers, without 
requiring any long account of it from us. to do Mr. Kjiigbt 
justice, he seems at times to have been visited by some 
qualms of conscience at reproducing the ordinary popular 
concepliion of Charles t. He is thus sometimes tempted to 
make admissions which, if insisted upon by an opponent, 
would invalidate much of his condemnatory language. He 
admits, for instance, that the king's theory of government 
was a consistent one, and that his fault lay in not perceiving 
that the time for acting up to it had passed away. But if 
this was all, his execution, independently of other con- 
siderations, was obviously unmerited. What king living In 
a transitional epoch ever dia see it ? At the sauie time we 
sincerely believe tnis to be a very just epitome of Charles's 
character and situation. If Mr. Knight had worked out 

* Vide Lord Bolingbroke's ** Leiters on History." Letter XX, 
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this view In his "Popular History," and had giveti his 
readers a careful and dispassionate account of those applica- 
tions of |)rerogative to whict Parliament objected, and of 
the precedents upon which the king niniself imagined them 
to rest, he would have done a real service to his generation. 

Public opinion oscillates for a long time between the two 
extremes, before it settles down into the mean. Charles 1. 
has suffered greatly from his eulogists : lie has now 
been for some considerable period almost as unduly 
blackened, as he had once been unduly whitened. We may 
rest satisfied that he too at last will find his real level in his- 
tory ; and it would have been greatly to Mr. Knight's credit 
had he contributed, in howsoever small a degree, towards 
this consummation. The publication of this History, which 
we have treated throughout, it will be observed, as his own 
work, afforded an excellent opportunity for a statement ot 
simple imvamished facts upon this subject, which is much 
wanted. ^V'e do not accuse Mi*. Knight of any want of re- 
search. Far from it. But he who enters upon documentary 
or otter investigation without putting off his prepossessions, 
had better, in most instances, have spared himself the 
trouble. A man often deceives himself into the belief that 

t I • 

in going over evidence for himself, instead of taking it 
from others, he is necessarily exercising his own judgment. 
Nothing can be more delusive, and Mr. Knight is certainly 
not one of the exceptions to the rule. 

The fact is, that as regards this whole passage of Eng- 
lish history, the people of this country have never had the 
king's case exhaustively, and at the same time popularly, 
laid before them. Lord Macaulay and Mir. Carlyle, from 
whom we suppose the vast majority of the non-stuoious 
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public have derived their views of this period, either directly 
or filtered through the pages of " Popular Historians," have 
both shown only one side of the shield, though they have 
hold it up in different lights. Since the modern style of 
historical writing came into fashion, we have not had the 
other aspect of the question presented to us. It is silly to 
suppose tliat the people would be infected with any love of 
tyranny merely by finding out that Charles I. was less of a 
tyrant. It is more important just now to inculcate an 
affectionate reverence for our past history, and to place our 
kings and great men in as favourable a light as truth will 
admit of, tlian to propagate either the worship of force or 
Uio mystorios of Whiggism. Both are quite competent to 
take care of tliemselves. But between the hard mechanical 
action of military imperialism on the one hand, and the 
lal)orioas and somewhat narrowing pursuit of commerce on 
the other, some of the finer and gentler qualities of human 
naturo are in danger of being trodden out ; and now that all 
thi> salient points of English history are established beyond 
cimtn^Ycrsy — ^now that the refonuation is complete, the old 
school of writers extinct^, and the superstitions of divine 
right and passive obedience as obsolete as the mass, should 
vro not be doing well to preserve whatever of beanty or 
nobititv the ancient idea may represent ? Do not all EIng- 
H^hineu rejoice that when the idols were swept out of our 
chnnr)ies« and the idolatrr fncon our prayer-books, the woik 
<^ d««ttoHti\^\ was staved* and our grand old cathedrals and 
Knntiial Ktur^ still lefl to us * And will not oar postoritr 
iMve jit$t mscotts to eom|4ain if« in our zeal against ''^ slavish 
ti»ete^ and **artiitrarr power^** we p^iDceed to the extre- 
witMS of a Knox or a IVtief^ ; and^ • together with the 
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objectionable doctrines, root out for ever the loyalty, the 
generosity, and the chivalry by which they were supported ? 
The fact is, the part which the doctrine of loyalty has 
played in the history of Europe is seldom thoroughly 
understood. When the feudal organisation was broken 
up, and a dissolution of old ties was everywhere in pro- 
gress, the world required some substitute equally effective 
for maintaining the cohesion of society and ennobling 
obedience to law. What chivalry had done under the 
old regime loyalty was to do under the new. It was this 
sentiment which softened the relations between rulers and 
ruled, and prevented the vigorous authority, which it was 
for the interests of society that somebody should then wield, 
from being hardened into mere brutal despotism. These con- 
siderations are eminently proper in an essay upon " Popular 
History." The people of this country are not likely to 
forget by what steps their liberties were acquired. They 
have been told quite often enough of the grandeur of resist- 
ance. What they now want to learn is something of the 
grandeur of obedience. They do not require to be informed 
that our institutions and our rulers are bloated. They are 
already familiar with the spectacle. The poor have Mr. 
Bright preached unto them. But though his gospel is a 
gospel of peace, it is certainly not one of good will ; and 
this, under another shape, is exactly the element we deside- 
rate in books written for the instruction of the people. 
More charitable and large-minded views of men and events 
are what we want in the present day. We want to smooth 
down the animosities of past eras ; to have clearly pointed 
out that the large majority of public men in this country 
have been actuated by a sense of duty as well as by other 
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i^otiyes. We want to have it clearly showi^ that power is 
not always selfish, and resistance not always disinterested. 
These are the lessons which a popular historian in 1859 
should haye striyen to elicit from our annals, and not haye 
conteiited himself with travelling over the old heaten track ; 
with telling us that Simon 4e Montfort was a patriot, that 
Henry VIII. was a robber, that Charles I. was a tyrant, 
that pharles II. was a swindler, and that James II. was a 
bigot. 

The nearer we approach to our own time, the less neces- 
sity is there for criticising Mr. Knight in detail. From the 
Revolution downwards, he adopts those views of which 
Lord Macaulay is the popular representative, and which, 
as far as they are untrue, have already been sufficiently ex- 
posed. Mr. Knight would, in our opinion, have acted more 
wisely, and certainly more in accordance with the spirit of 
his own preface, had he contented himself with a luminous 
and exhaustive recital of facts, and abstained from adding 
his own comments to the narrative. To persons acquainted 
with history, the theories in question are decidedly weakened 
by the repetition, while those who gain their first know- 
ledge of this period from Mr. Knight's pages will assuredly 
be still }efb in ignorance of many most important considera- 
tions. On the massacre of Glencoe, for instance, he sup- 
poses that WilHam might have signed the warrant for the 
" extirpation " of the Macdonalds, without understanding 
the word to mean more than their removal. But William 
must have known well enough tliat such "removal" was 
practically impossible. Where were they to be removed 
to? William was not a child, and those who choose to 
defend his heart at the expense of his head are welcome to 
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tjieir ^gument, but are fiot lil^ely to find jnany dispiples. 
Lord Macaulay has too nfiuch sense to rely npon ^ plea of 
this l^nd. JJe prefers us to believe, what, indeed, is pos- 
sible enough, that Williap signed the warrant which was 
despatched into Scotland without making himself mas|ier of 
its contents, or, indeed, without yes^iiBg it at all. To what 
extent this is really an exculpation of William, our readers 
must judge for thepaselves. JVfr. Knight does not think 
much of it, but our own opinion is, that ^t really expresses 
all that can be said in Williapi's favour. Mr. J^night's 
attempt to fasten the whole guilt of this atrocity upon the 
Master of Stair is deficient in this respect, that he takes no 
notice of the strong motive which the Scottish Whigs had 
for bringing Dalryniple into odium, namely, his attachment 
to Episcopacy, for the abasement of which no means were, 
in their eyes, unjustifiable. On the subject of the Partition 
Treaties, again, Mr. Knight errs in the other extreme, for 
William's conduct in relation to these famous transactions 
was truly statesmanlike, and admits of being very briefly 
and clearly explained to the popular apprehension. Lord 
Bolingbroke, who opposed it strongly at the time, after- 
wards confessed that he had been mistaken, and pointed 
out that, both in this as in most other parts of his foreign 
policy, William displayed the utmost wisdom and strength 
of mind. The dismissal of William's Dutch Guards, 
furnishes Mr. Knight with a fresh opportunity of in- 
veighing against the ingratitude and folly of our ancestors. 
This is, perhaps, one of the weakest passages in the fiifth 
volume. Mr. Knight totally forgets that one of the popular 
grievances under the last two Stuarts had been that nucleus 
of a standing army which was constituted by the regipaents 
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of Guards. A body of men which we had viewed with 
great uneasiness under an English sovereign, even when 
composed of Englishmen, we were not likely to tolerate 
under a Dutch sovereign when composed of Dutchmen. It 
was not to be supposed that a prince, whose only title to 
our regard was that he had come to redress our grievances, 
should be allowed to perpetuate one of the most important 
of them all ; and one, moreover, which daily reminded us 
that we were indebted to a foreigner for our liberties. 

In his views of foreign policy, Mr. Knight shows little 
breadth of grasp and but meagre acquaintance with facts. 
From the Peace of the Pyrenees to the Treaty of Vienna, 
the only occasion on which this country exercised much real 
influence upon the settlement of Europe was in the famous 
Treaty of Utrecht; yet his account of the negotiations 
which preceded this important transaction is next to worth- 
less, while as to the motives which induced the Government 
of Queen Anne to bring the war to a conclusion, one would 
imagine that Mr. Knight was ignorant that this is one of 
the causes celebres of English history, which is still virtually 
undecided. He gives no evidence of having read Lord 
Bolingbroke*s own version of these transactions, which was 
written twenty-three years after they took place, when he 
had retired from public life, and had little, if any, motive 
remaining for distorting facts. Even, however, if he had, 
no man can be entitled to write a history of these events 
who has not studied the singularly luminous and elaborate 
argument delivered by the principal actor in them. And 
we may add, while we are upon this subject, that if Mr. 
Knight had been aware of the merit of Bolingbroke*s his- 
torical writings upon the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries^ 
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which are replete with philosophic and statesmanlike views, 
expressed with remarkable brevity and clearness, .he would 
have added very greatly to the value of his own reflections 
upon those epochs. 

Mr. Knight's summaries of our social progress, and his 
account of our commerce and manufactures at successive 
stages of our history, are, undeniably, very useful, are often 
very interesting, and are sometimes both eloquent and pic- 
turesque. Yet there is occasionally something approaching 
to the ludicrous in the unsuspicious solemnity with which 
he bows down before his idol. He is the Boswell of Bir- 
mingham, and is never visited by the faintest glinmiering 
of doubt in the divinity of clay and iron. Here, for in- 
stance, is a passage embodying many of his best and some 
of his most amusing points : 

Bishop Berkeley in 1787, by "way of example to the Irish of the 
rapid turning of money, asks, " Whether the small town of Birmingham 
alone doth not, upon an average, circulate every week, one way or other, 
to the value of fifty thousand pounds ?'* The iron-ware of Birmingham 
was in repute long before the beginning of the eighteenth century. In 
the time of Henry Y III. Leland wrote, that ** a great part of the town is 
maintained by smiths, who have their iron and sea-coal out of Stafibrd- 
shire." The people of Birmingham were then makers of knives, of 
bridle-bits, of nails. In the reign of Charles II. they still manufactured 
scarcely anything more than iron tools and husbandry implements. 
Their forges were open to the public streets, by the side of the rough 
shop where the spade and the bag of nails were exposed for sale. Under 
the encouragement given by William III., Birmingham began in his 
reign to make fire-arms. But how insufficient at that period was the 
home production of iron articles we may judge from the table of duties 
on imports, in which we have iron pots, backs for chimneys, frying- 
pans, anvils. The vast surface of the great coal and iron field around 
Birmingham was then scarcely penetrated. The blaze of the furnaces 
that now lights up the country for miles was then a very feeble illumi- 
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nation from \\^^ |pw works ivl^ew iron w»a melted by wood. The 
anvils of Tf olverbamp^n, Dudl^^, \^alaaU| BUston, Weduesbury, yreie 
then employed in the humblest work of iron manufacture, l^iripingham 
before the middle of the eighteenth century had attempted no manufac- 
tures in brass ; and the greater part of that wonderful variety of industry 
wlijcl) l^as given iRerkelpy's " smftll $pw»" a popi^lation of a q^4^ter of a 
million of souls was (]|uite unattempted. The great prosperity of Bir- 
mingham belongs even to a much later period than that in which Burke 
called it ft the toy-shqp of Slurope.'* It was always employed at work 
n^pre irpporlant th^n tfly-maHing' Jt sqppMed Englantl and its ie$tle~ 
ments with many articles of convenience and ntility, before it became 
famous through the world for those manifold products of ingenuity and 
taste which lio netion can rival, livery house that was newly built in 
England dMrilig tfte eig^itppnth century gave a stimulus to the activity 
of Birmingh^in to prpvide its locks and bolts. Every acre of (pouud 
that was cleared for building in the American plantations made a similar 
demand upon the labour of the iron- working district. The Sheffield axe 
hewed down the woods. Tbe Birmingham spade trenched the ground, 
and the thorns crackled under the Birmingham calclfon. Slowly but 
certainly did the exports increase of those articles which we imported 
at ^he beginning of this eighteenth century, until, in 1856, the exports 
of hardw<IFe alone amounted to three milliops seven hundred and fifty 
thousand pounds sterling. 

Goodness gracious me — ^you don't say so ! 

We fancy Mr. Ejiight gasping for breatji when be ci«ne 

to tb^ end of tbis paragrapb, and expecting his readers to 

repeat the last few words almost in a whisper, as expressing 

something awful and religious. Again : 

What a contrast is the conveyance of iron from the mouth of the 
Wye in those days, and from the mouth of the Taff in ouf day. The 
furnaces of South Wales produce as much pig-iron in one week as all 
the furnaces of England produced in the whole year of 1740. The 
seventeen thousand tons^ smelted by charcoal in that year, are only the 
hundred and fortieth part of all the iron produced in the United King- 
dom in 1-851., and only the two hundredth part of the produce of 1857. 
The iron of 1861, compared with the population, was estimated at a 
hundred and sisty-ei^ht pounds (li cwt.) per head. The \rm of 1740 
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gave less than aevan pnnnda per liead. The iron-workors of Blertliyr- 
Tydvil are greater now in number than the irhole population of G1s~ 
morganehiie at the beginning of the eighteenlb century. 

When some fifty of these paragraphs foilow one another 
without a break, an effect is produced which one or two 
brief extracts are quite insufficient to explain. But, per- 
haps, the most direrting instance of this spirit, though 
a propos of a comparatively insignificant subject, is con- 
tained in the following : 

Tbo galmnn taken in tbe Derwent were carried Treah to London by 
horses, which travelled day and nlglit without intenHisaion. They tra- 
velled faster than tlia post, and the ejctraordinary price of the luxury — 
liom ha!f-a-crown ta fonr shillings a pound — repaid the coat of carriage. 
Railways aerve London with satmon at a cheaper rate. 

The taunt expressed in the concluding sentence of this 
estrsot is perfect We are as grateful as any men of well- 
regulated minds and somid digestions oaght to be for the 
benefit conferred ott tis by the railways ; yet Mr. Knight 
has evidently forgotten a circumstance of some little im- 
portance to the piscivorous public in estimating our com- 
parative advantages. The same progress of civilisation 
which gave us railways to convey our salmon has left us 
but very few salmon to put into our railways." We don't 
mean to find much serious fault with Mr. Knight for this 
simple and honest adoration of material good. He is Uke 
one who takes his child into a banker's strong room to see 
the sovereigns tossed about with a shovel. And we can 
fancy him regarding those poor devils, our ancestors, with 
the same kind of pity that a kind-hearted alderman would 
feel for the man who had never tasted green fat. The pity 

• Written in 1B69, 
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is perfectly sincere, but coupled still with a vague kind of 
notion that, after all, such a man must be more or less a 
villain, or he would have had green fat. But, as we 
have said, this view, though not confirmed by an extended 
view of human nature, is not criminal ; and, on the whole, 
we can shake hands with Mr. BLnight over this department 
of his History in perfect good humour. 

We can say. nearly as much of his description of English 
society during the first half of the eighteenth century, but 
not quite. Of the country gentry he remarks, in allusion 
to Sir Koger de Coverley : 

This, it may be said, is the fancy.picture of the most gentle of the 
great English humorists. But all the life-like traits of past manners 
must be derived from similar sources. Those who describe their own 
age with the greatest bitterness of satire are not always the most trust- 
worthy. The exceptional cases of gross vice and degrading ignorance 
in the gentry may be as often mistaken as characteristics of a class, as 
the ruffians and outcasts of a great city may be mistaken for speci- 
mens of the hard-working and ill-paid tenants of its hovels and 
garrets. 

This is candid and sagacious, and we might add that the 
character of Squire Alworthy was drawn by a Whig, as 
well as the character of Sir Koger. Nor ought it to be 
altogether forgotten that all party portraits of a class natu- 
rally take their hues from the vices and virtues most pre- 
valent at the time when they were taken, and that the 
drunkenness and debauchery of the country gentlemen 
which figure in the caricatures of Queen Anne's reign are 
no more to be accepted literally than the portraits of Pro- 
tectionists and game preservers which adorn our own Sun- 
day journals. Lord Macaulay's mistake is that, he has 
accepted them literally, and to this extent Mr. Knight 
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very judiciously differs from him. Elsewhere, however, 
the old element again crops up. Of the nobility, Mr. 
Knight says : 

Perhaps, all things considered, they were then, as a body, the most 
incapable of taking a large view of the destinies of their country, and 
of nourishing a deep sjrmpathy with the condition of the people. But 
nevertheless they could not segregate themselyes from the people. 
They could not repose in safety upon exclusive pretensions ; and thus 
they headed the Revolution, and imparted to it the ' somewhat aristo- 
cratic character which it has taken more than another century to 
repair. 

Now, if the country gentlemen, as politicians, were what 
Mr. Knight believes them to have been; if the trading 
community had not yet, as a rule, become educated men ; 
if the Church were Erastian, and the crown a nonentity, 
pray where was the class which saved the country from 
destruction, if the nobility were even more incapable than 
these ? The possibility of this assertion being true, is 
negatived by all that goes before, and by all that comes 
after it. And the assertion itself is another good specimen 
of that confusion of thought to which we have before ad- 
verted as characteristic of Mr. Kmght's narrative. As 
for the nobility being driven to support the Kevolu- 
tion because of the people — ^why, it is very well known 
that when the first burst of indignation against James 
was over, the people at large reverted to their original 
attachment to the House of Stuart; so much so, that 
in 1717 the Whigs were obliged to pass the Septennial 
Act, through fear that a Parliament elected at that time 
would have declared for the Chevalier. So far, then, from 
the nobility having been influenced by the people, it was in 
spite of the people that revolution principles were esta- 
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blished. And those who believd In thd vedtid of those pHn- 
dples, Among whom we nranber ourselves, ought, at least, 
to acknowledge the courage and resolution with Which the 
Whigs stood to their colours, however large a mixture of 
the oligarchic spirit was contained in their zeal for King 
George. 

" The Popular Ilistory of England," to which Mr. 
Charles Knight has given the authority of his name, is 
not, then, a work which can possibly supersede our standard 
histories as a text-book for young readers. So far we must 
express our conviction that the work is a failure. It be- 
longs to a school of writers who, as we have said, start with 
a fundamentally untrue idea of national life — namely, that 
" the people,'* a term which they contract and expand at 
convenience, has for ever been fighting with some other 
class in the country, and wringing concessions from them 
one by one. "Whereas we conceive the truer exposition of 
the history to be that a multiplicity of interests have all 
along been struggling with one another, gradually finding 
out the truth that the depression of their rivals did not in 
the end benefit themselves, but very slow to learn the 
lesson. Thus the land and the trading interest were for a 
long time hostile to each other. But, as we may see from 
Mr. Knight's own tables, it is only quite recently that a 
description of their contention as one between the aris- 
tocracy and the rest of the nation has obtained even the 
shred of plausibility which enables Mr. Bright to mislead 
his audiences. Similarly with religious interests. Was 
toleration either won or even desired by any body of the 
populatiott deserving the title of the people ? Let those 
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who recollect the tone and temper of the majority of Eng- 
lishmen in 1828 answer this question. Did " the people" 
effect the Eeformation ? Did " the people" accomplish the 
Eevolution ? We have already pointed out the fallacy of 
this assumption, to say nothing of the frequent admission 
contained in this volume that " the people," in Mr. Knight's 
own sense of the word, gained nothing by it. No : re- 
garded broadly, the nation has kept moving as a whole, 
sometimes one interest being predominant and sometimes 
another, but never, as we honestly belfeve, split in two, 
either consciously or uticonsciously, as Mr. Knight and his 
genus would persuade us. If future crises are to be passed 
through by us with as much safety as former ones ; if the 
increased intelligence of the people is not to result in a sort 
of cosmopolitan apathy ; they must be taught to reverence 
their history, and to love and sympathise with the great 
men of all parties who contributed to make it. Such, we 
fear, will not be the result of that historical teaching which 
we have here been considering. And, consequently, in spite 
of its many merits of execution, and its vivid and useful 
social and commercial pictures, we cannot say we are other 
than sorry that it has been written. 
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Wb think it probable that many persons will lay down 
these volumes with the feeling that they would rather 
have had them written by a less ambitious writer. The 
persons and events of which they treat are too important 
to servo as raw material for the erection of any palace in 
the clouds, however gorgeous or sublime. They are per- 
sons and events of which it is extremely desirable — and es- 
pecially at the present moment — ^that the world should form 
clear views undisturbed by prejudice or enthusiasm. But 
the remarkable diction in which Mr. Carlyle has chosen to 
array his thoughts is so much at variance with all our pre- 
conceived notions of literary propriety, that it alone is 
sufSoiont greatly to interfere with our just appreciation 
of his facts. This, however, is not the worst. A more 
serious defect arises from the unhappy circumstance, 
that Mr. Carlyle is out of harmony with his own age. 
He has no faith in system; and a high civilisation 
is made up of system. He feels towards the whole con- 



* The life of Fraderiok the Great By Thomas Carlyle. In 4 yoIb. 
YoU. i. A II 1858. Vol. iiL 1868. London : Chapmaa and HalL 



^^^^"^^^^'^'^''^mmmmmmtmfmmmmmmmm^mmmmi 



THOMAS OABLTLE. 73 

gregation of modem ideas, mnch as the British peasant 
thirty years ago felt towards agricultural machinery. It 
was, he thought, taking the bread out of men's mouths. 
Similarly, in Mr. Carlyle's estimation, do modem political 
institutions take the bread out of the mouths of heroes. It 
is the old story of confounding causes with eflfects. The 
cause of husbandry is the production of food ; one of its 
effects is to find employment for the husbandman. The 
cause of government is the civilisation of mankind ; one of 
its effects is to produce heroes. But, in either case, to 
sacrifice the first to the second is only another shape of the 
multiform fallacy of protection ; and, if we strip Mr. Car- 
lyle's theory of the purple robes in which he disguises 
its true nature both from himself and others, it will resolve 
itself into the simple claim of " protection for heroes." The 
value of heroes is to be artificially kept up, by rigidly ex- 
cluding all forms of government inimical to the develop- 
ment of personal supremacy. Holding these views, then, 
Mr. Carlyle is, we repeat, out of harmony with the present 
age. "We have taught ourselves to believe that one test of 
national greatness is, the ability of the nation to dispense 
with the services of exceptional characters. It is good to 
have a Hercules; but it is still better not to have the 
Hydra. The general trath, of which the above is a par- 
ticular instance, is only, after all, the common one, that we 
may pay too dear for our whistle. And the question which 
ahnost any sensible man will ask himself on considering 
some of Mr. Carlyle's paragons is this : Were their heroic 
qualities sufficient to redeem their bmtal ones ? If not, 
then the world paid too dear for them. 



t4 TdbMAa tiAALttfi. 

Of the <^ttiry iU whioh £H*&cteH6k lilted ilfid W(H*ked, Uf. 
Carlyle writes : 

One of the grand difficulties in a Histofy of Friedficli is, all along, 
this sdmb, that he lived in a Century whibb )ias no lIistol*)r, iind can 
have littlb dt iibne. A Cebtilrj^ so ot^ui^hk lb Itb^ultiUUtdd fddities,— 
sad opulencd descending on it hy inheritance, always at compound in- 
terest, and always largely increased by fresh acquirement on such im- 
mensity of standing capital ; — opulent in that bdd way as never Century 
betbre was ! Which bad ho linger thb cbnscioustibsd of being f al«&, sb 
false had it grown { knd yrhl^ sb steeped in fblsity, and imtjregnated 
with it to the very bone, that — in fact the measure of the thing was 
full, and a French Revolution had to end it. To maintain much 
teracity in such ah elemedt, especially lot a kin^, wds tid ddubt dottbly 
remarkable. But now, how extricate the man from his Cehtttry? 
How show the man, who is a Reality worthy of being seen^ and reft 
keep his Centurj', as a Hypocrisy worthy of being hidden and fot-- 
golten, in the due abeyance ? 

To restidcltate tbe Eighttohth di^ntUrjr, oi* iittU !ntd m6tl*s viei^, 
beyond what is necessary, the poor and sordid personages and transac- 
tions of an epoch so related to us, can be no purpose of mine on this 
occasion. The Eighteenth Century, it is well known, does noi figure 
to me as ft lovely bne ; needing to bd kept in mtnd, bi* spoken of Uhhe- 
cessarily. To me the Eighteehth Century has nothihg gtand in It^ 
except that grand universal Suicide, named French Revolution, by 
which it terminated its otherwise most worthless existence with at least 
one wotthy abt ; — ^setting fire to it6 bwn home ahd delf ; and going up in 
flames and volbanic explosions, in a truly memorable and important 
manner. Avery fit termination,' as I thankfully feel, fbr such a Century. 
Century spendthrift, fraudulent-bankrupt ; gone at length utterly in- 
solvent, without real money of performance in his pobkei, and the shbps 
declining tb take hypocrisies and speciositi^ ftnyfarthef :-^wb&t bbdd 
the poor Century do, but at length ftdmit, " Well, it is so. I am a 
swindler-century, and have long been ; having learned the trick of it 
ftom my father and grandfather ; knowing hardly any trftde but that 
in fftlse bills, which I thougbt foolislily might last fbi- evelr, and istill 
bring tit least beef ftnd pudding tb thB fkroured df mankind. And be- 
hold it ends ; and I am a detected swindler, and have nothing even to 
eat. What remains but that I blow my brains out, and do at length 
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one tfii^ aeBea P" Which the poof Oehtury did ; many thanks to it^ iti 
the circoiiutaiicefl. 

There is an old saying, not without sotne degree of Wife- 
dom, that "happy is the people which has tio history;*' 
and certainly the life of the English nation, durihg the 
eighteenth century, must, in the generally received use of 
the word, have been a happier one thaU during ahy of the 
three which preceded it, when the country Was torn to 
pieces by civil and religious strife. Hardly had the people 
begun to recover from the devastating Wars of the Boses, 
when families were again rent asunder by the shock of the 
Keformation. And scarcely had some sort of order and 
tranquillity begun to emerge from that social and religious 
chaos, than discord was kindled afresh by the collision 
between progress and prerogative. Throughout this long 
and stormy period, the English people had conducted them- 
selves nobly ; and now, with the national character formed, 
and the national liberties both religious and political se- 
cured, they were about to reap their reward in A hundred 
years of tranquillity. It is quite true, therefore, that this 
century was, in England at least, marked by none of those 
grand moral and political agitations which demand heroes 
and martyrs to control them, 

— " et uumerum divorum altaribus addunt ;** 
and that to one who regards the existence of such move- 
ments as the only excellence of humanity, the eighteenth 
century may appear to have been apathetic aud lethiirg^ie. 
Most erroneously in our opinion. For stirely thAt such 
turbulence, however provocative of great qualtties, is the 
final cause of hatidual lifb, is A conclusion very difflctdt to 
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stomach. Nor can we readily believe that a Lather or a 
Hampden would have laboured as they did, unsustained by 
faith in some further end to be achieved by their exertions. 
Yet, when that end is achieved, we see no more Luthers 
and Hampdens; and then, according to Mr. Carlyle, the 
world passes through an era which is sordid, swindlmg, and 
bankrupt. Mr. Carlyle, moreover, as it seems to us, entirely 
overlooks the enormous social and scientific progress of the 
eighteenth century; a progress so marvellous as to have 
entirely changed the face of the country, and the manners 
of three-fourths of the population. Between the north 
country gentlemen who turned out with Lord Derwent- 
water in 1715, and their ancestors, who, a hundred and 
seventy years before, came flocking to the Pilgrimage of 
Grace, there was really no substantial difference. Their 
ideas, their mode of life, their relations to all around them, 
the very country which they gazed upon, and even the very 
dress which they wore, had changed but little. Could 
Eobert Aske have suddenly returned to life, he and Sir 
John Forster would have no difficulty in understanding 
each other. But the England of high-roads and canals, of 
coaches and carriages, which had abjured the practice of 
wearing arms and of travelling upon horseback, which had 
substituted a standing army for regiments of grooms and 
gamekeepers, which had abeady a popular press, and which 
talked about Franklin and Herschel ; would have seemed 
stranger to a gentleman of our Augustan age than it would 
have done to an ancient Eoman. Of course, if Mr. Carlyle- 
is prepared to deny that this transformation was for good — 
eadit qucestio. There are, no doubt, certain virtues in savage 
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life which civilisation destroys ; and people have been found 
to maintain that the latter gives us no equivalent. But 
when the question is reduced thus far, it may be fairly said 
to have been argued out ; and that its decision must be left 
to the judicial common-sense of the majority. 

"We have hitherto spoken of this country alone. But surely 
the same forces were in action both in France and Germany. 
They had produced less external change than they had in 
this country ; for the simple reason that there religious and 
political struggles had terminated less favourably. The 
crust of society was in consequence less broken. The 
ploughshare of progress had not been driven over the 
domain of feudalism. But the change was spreading up- 
wards till society was everywhere penetrated by a new 
spirit, a fact which alone rendered possible the universal 
success of the French Kevolution. On the Continent the 
progress of government had lagged so far behind the pro- 
gress of ideas, that a separation between the two had be- 
come almost inevitable. But the human mind had not been 
stagnant. Nor is the eighteenth century one of which, in 
our opinion, France need ever be ashamed, even when re- 
garded only in its relation to progress. The first mistake, 
therefore, which we have to record against Mr. Carlyle 
is, that he allows all that silent but rapid amelioration 
which went on throughout the eighteenth century to go for 
nothing. That loving the glory, and knowing the utility, 
of the snows and hurricanes of winter, he looks with 
contempt on the noiseless operations of nature which 
succeed ; on the loosening of the moist rich soil, and the 
unseen but universal quickening of vegetation. 
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Jn the n^t pl^ce yre must observe that, although in 
dwelling so mi^ph upon the more u^qbtrusiye merits of this 
maligned epoch, we may appear to be conceding to Mr. 
Oarlyle that it was deficient in active heroism, it is by no 
means our intention to concede that pauch. Even accord- 
ing to the most rigid definition of a hero, it is diflScult to 
refnse the title to either George Washington, qr Wfl-rren 
JJastingP, or Robert Clive, or General Wolfe, or Lally 
Toliendftlf or John Howard. In Prussia, we hs^ve -Pang 
JVederiok ; whilp, if we rela^j: ou;: severity bnt a little, many 
other names may at once be birought within the pale. The 
above were regular eighteenth-century men, whose work was 
all done in the days of the old regime. But it is not alto- 
gether fair to exclude those whose character was formed 
nnder its influences, though tbeir deeds may have extended 
beyond it. The Dnke of Wellington, Lord Nelson, and 
Lord OoUingwood, are instances in point. And if an " in- 
sight into the veracities,'' an unswerving singleness of pur- 
pose and vigour of intellect, constitute a hero, then may we 
add to the number snch men as Johnson, and Pitt, and 
Walter Scott. 

But we must enter our protest against this abuse of the 
eighteenth century, on more grounds than our ability to 
produce certain men whom Mr. Carlyle is bound to respect. 
What, for instance, shall we say to the devotion of the 
Jacobite party to the house of Stuart ? What of the afore- 
said Lord Derwentwater ? of the Highland chieftains, and 
the body of Scotch and English gentry, who ventured life 
and fortune on so desperate a stake from sheer, disinte- 
rested, conscientious loyalty? Was this a sham? Was 
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this hypocrisy ? Did this prove the people, among whom 
suoh men oonld be found, to be insolvent in goodness ? For 
it clearly is not the truth or falsehood of a man's opinions 
which Mr. Carlyle, more than any body else, identifies with 
the virtue or vice of his character. Self-sacrifice and con- 
scientious firmness are admirable on both sides ; and their 
presence amongst us during the first half of the eighteenth 
century, should be enough by themselves to rebut Mr. 
Carlyle's accusations. There is nothing perhaps on the con- 
tinent of Europe analogous to this spectacle in England. 
But then this was pre-eminently England's great century ; 
the period in which she — as first Spain and then France 
had been before her, and as Eussia has become since — - 
became the menacing power of Europe, and provoked 
combinations against her sway. 

But if we pass on to the last article of Mr. Carlyle's in- 
dictment which it is our intention to notice, we shall find it 
as little applicable to the rest of Europe as to us. We 
mean that the eighteenth century was an age of shams. A 
sham, we suppose, may be understood as some public insti- 
tution, practice, or idea, of which the utility or the truth 
has, to our knowledge, departed, such as was the man in 
brass at the Lord Mayor's show, or the Christianity of the 
British legislature. Now, if we look back to France in 
the eighteenth century, we are perplexed to discover any 
especial affluence of such mockeries. Had the popular 
hostility towards the Church really emanated from disbelief 
in its doctrines, that would have been a case in point ; but 
it is more than doubtful whether it really did so. M. de 
Tocqueville, no impassioned advocate, expressly mahitains 
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that it was solely against the aristocratic side of the eccle- 
siastical system that the rage of the people was directed. 
If, then, the doctrines of the Romish reUgion still retained 
their hold npon the masses of the people, the preachers of 
that religion were not members " of a sham." Was, then, 
the aristocracy a sham? Tried by the same test, it was 
certainly not. The aristocracy was still, not merely in 
theory bnt in fact, what it had ever been — the fighting order 
of the country. It is not, however, enough for an aristo- 
cracy to be merely a fighting body : they most be a governing 
body as well. And, accordingly, the co-existence of a 
feudal aristocracy and a bureaucratic monarchy has been 
found to lead inevitably to the degradation of the former. 
But, as long as they are an actual working element in the 
state, they cannot be considered a sham. To pass from 
the aristocracy to the monarchy. The latter was clearly so 
far from being a sham in France, that the French people, 
having twice tried, have twice found they could not do 
without it. And, from the particular monarchy of 1789, 
the utility was so far from having departed, that, according 
to the author abready cited, aU its forms were revived in the 
Empire. In fact, according to M. Be Tocqueville, it is not 
going too far to say, paradoxical as it may seem, that the 
monarchy was the only thing which survived the Eevolu- 
tion. The aristocracy must have gone on dwindling whether 
the Eevolution had come or not, and probably in time it 
would actually have sunk into a sham. But the descend- 
ants of the crusaders may be thankful that they were 
spared the degradation; and that, while their privi- 
leges continued, they maintained the superiorily by which 
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they had originally won them. In Spain, no doubt, and 
in parts of Italy, aristocracy was at a lower ebb ; but in 
Germany and Russia there was, as there still continues to 
be, plenty of life in it yet. While as regards the spirit of 
religion, whatever we have said of France, may be said a 
fortiori of Europe in general. 

Of England in the eighteenth century we know many 
things that were wrong, but not many things that were 
" shams." Of the Church of England we may say what 
we did of the French Church, that whatever hostility was 
felt towards it was not felt towards its doctrines, as the 
case of Wesley can testify. The religion of the country 
was not, therefore, a sham ; for the fashionable sceptics of 
St. James's-street concentrated all these views in their own 
persons, and left the bulk of the commtinity untainted. In 
politics we are rather charmed by the reality, than dis- 
gusted by the hollowness, of the eighteenth century. Whig 
and Tory then meant something definite and intelligible. 
The monarchy was then real. George III. put an extin- 
guisher on the one sham which had preceded him. Old 
Dr. Johnson was but the type of an immense majority of 
his countrymen : men with a firm belief in the National 
Church and the dignity of the Crown, and rejoicing to see it 
emancipated from the Eevolution families. All this was 
real, hearty, and truthful: something for which men did 
and would risk large personal sacrifices. Nor, on the 
other hand, was the zeal of the opposition less sincere and 
daring. Many of them doubtless believed that the Revolu- 
tion of 1688 was about to be nullified. They honestly held 
that religious disabilities should cease. They recognised 
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the existence of great abuses, m the Tories saw the exist- 
eaco of still greater dangers in an immediate effort to 
remoye them. To say that men then lived in an age pre- 
eminently one of ^^ shams/' seems to us one of the most 
extraordinary inversions of fact on record \ since ever so 
passing a glance at the religion and politics of the present 
day, both in England and in France, will suffice to show us 
what shams really are* 

If Mr» Oarlyle, however, had confined himself to abusing 
past generations, whatever we might have thought of his bad 
taste and inaccurate observation, he would still have been 
oomparatively innocuous. Unfortunately he has not stopped 
there* Ahuost every other page before us bristles with a 
sneer at what Englishmen have been accustomed to consider 
the bulwarks of th^r national liberties — ^parliamentary go- 
vernment and a free press. We are only too well aware of 
the ease with which a reputation may be gained by affect^ 
ing to deride both* We know that an admiration of that 
despotism which fishes with the bait of social equality is 
one of the new lights t that a contempt for newspapers has 
become fashionable among a very different class from either 
military dandies or official pedants : and that, by writing 
in support of them, we may expose ourselves to the charge 
of imbecility and vulgarity from those enlightened pioneers 
of progress, who revel in the apotheosis of ruffianism. 
That, however, we cannot help. On this particular occa- 
sion we certainly have no misgivings whatever about the 
justice of our own sentiments ; nor are we without hope 
that tli« miyority of our readers will sympathise in the 
annoyance we feel, that Mr. Carlyle should have lent even 
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the semblanee of his support to that silly small fry, who 
fancy they are forcible when they affect to worship force. 

But, independently of the perverseness of Mr. Carlyle'9 
opinions upon these points, his mode of expressing them is 
unworthy of his position in literature : 

Editors vaguely account this man the " Creator of the Prussian Mo- 
narchy ;*' which has since grown so large in the world, and troublesome 
to the editorial mind in this and other countries. He was indeed the 
first who, in a highly public manner, notified its creation ; announced 
to all men that it was, in very deed, created; standing on its feet 
there, and would go a great way, on the impulse it had got from him 
and others. As it has accordingly done ; and may still keep doing, to 
lengths little dreamt of by the British editor in oar time ; whose pro* 
phesyings upon Prussia, and insights into Prussia, in its past, or present, 
or future, are truly as yet inconsiderable, in proportion to the Aoise he 
makes with them ! The more is the pity for him, and for myself too. 

Q^x)rsum hoec ? What have editors done to be visited 
with this crushing sarcasm ? aad why is the Prussian mo- 
narchy troublesome to the editorial mind ? Not even Mr. 
Garlyle can be allowed to utter unintelligible sentences 
without being taken to task. We interrogate these words, 
and we can get absolutely no return ; and we are therefore 
driven to conclude that they are introduced merely for the 
sake of the sneer which they contain — a conclusion which 
the tenour of subsequent passages will be found to amply 
support ; e.^. of Frederick William the First : 

A just nun, I say; and a valiant and veracious ; but rugged as a 
wild bear; entirely inarticulate, as if dumb. No bursts of parlia- 
mentary eloquence in him, nor the least tendency that way. His talent 
for Stump Oratory may be reckoned the minimum conceivable, or 
practically noted as zero, A man who would not have risen in modem 
Political Circles ; man uncboosable at hustings or in cacus ; man for 

o2 
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ever inylsible, and very unadmirable if seen, to the able editor and 
those who hang by him. In fact a kind of savage man, as we say, bat 
highly interesting, if you can read dumb human worth : and of inex- 
pressible profit to the Prussian nation. 

Mr. Carlyle evidently sees something in the editorial 
mind which mifits it for the. comprehension of human 
nature, whether in the unit or the aggregate, whether ex- 
hibited in biography or in history. Whether his vision 
play him false or not, is for the public to determine. But 
we presume they must have found out by this time what is 
for their own advantage in the matter ; and that the edito- 
rial mind has a certain rude logic of its own, which, how- 
ever, useless in the case of "inarticulate" humbugs, has 
been found available ere now in the case of talking ones. 
But to proceed to further illustrations : 

Of Kalkstein, a rational, experienced, and earnest kind of man, 
though as yet but young, it is certain also that the little Frits loved 
him ; and furthermore that the Great Fiiedrich was grateful to him, 
and had a high esteem of his integrity and sense. " My master, Kalk- 
stein," used to be his designation of him, when the name chanced to be 
mentioned in after-times. They continued together, with various pas- 
sages of mutual history, for forty years afterwards, till Kalkstein's 
death. Kalkstein is at present twenty-eight, the youngest of the three 
tutors; then, and ever after, an altogether downright correct soldier 
and man. He is of Preussen, or Prussia Proper, this Kalkstein ; — 
of the same kindred as that mutinous Kalkstein, whom we once heard 
of, who was ^' rolled in a carpet,** and kidnapped out of Warsaw, in the 
Great Elector^s time. Not a direct descendant of that beheaded Kalk- 
stein's* but, as it were, his nephew so many times removed. Preussen 
is now far enough from mutiny ; subdued, with aU its Kalksteins, into 
a respectful silence, not lightly using the right evm of petition, or snb- 
miaslve remonstrance, which it may still have. Nor, except on the 
score of parliamentary eloquence, and newspaper copyright, does it 
appear that Preussen has suffered by the dumge. 



THOMAS CARLYLE. 85 

There can be no doubt of the intention with which sen- 
tences like these are penned. But it would be more be- 
coming in Mr. Carlyle to confront the foe boldly, and write 
a treatise on the mischief wrought in this world by parlia- 
ment and the printing-press. It is as useless as it is 
cowardly, to aim these underhand blows at two such 
'' boiling unveracities/' and " putrid fermentations of mud 
pools," as the institutions in question. " Willing to wound, 
and yet afraid to strike," Mr. Carlyle moralises in the same 
strain whenever an opportunity offers; and, did not his 
own arguments defeat themselves, and lessen his influence 
daily, we might expect to see a society organised for the 
cow-hiding of editors, and an annual celebration of the day 
when Cromwell called the mace a bauble. 

Again, of George I., after a most unfavourable picture 
of him, extracted from the memoirs of the Princess Wilhel- 
mina, Mr. Carlyle writes : " This authentic glimpse, one of 
the few that are attainable of their first Constitutional 
King, let English readers make the most of." 

Now why this emphasis on the word " Constitutional ?" 
Why not their first Hanoverian King, or their first Guelph 
King, or their first German King, any one of which 
epithets would have been far more appropriate : unless the 
word is meant for a sarcasm ? and, if it is, what good can 
possibly come out of it ? Where is the benefit of imbuing 
the rising generation with a disrespect for that sober and 
manly form of government which is even now the envy of 
Europe? We cry shame on such designs. It is a great 
mistake to imagine this kind of tone to be the symptom of 
a strong nature. It may betoken a critical and curious in- 
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tellect; blit It is essehtially effeminate, and springs from 
that want of intellectual self-control, that craving for imme- 
diate " fruit," that for which, let ns thank Heaven^ is not 
a common English fault. 

So much for the tone and temper displayed In these 
volumes on questions of politics and government. We are 
sorry to say that, in our opinion, Mr. Carlyle has erted as 
widely in his judgments of men and manners, as in his 
estimate of the public good. Frederick William the First 
is, as we have already pointed out, the prominent figure in 
the book down to its present stage. We shall now give a 
few specimens of this "invaluable" man*s behaviour, as 
seen through Mr. Carlyle's spectacles. 

The King's passion for " procerity " is well known to all 
the world now. His regiment of Potsdam Guards has 
been immortalised by Johnson's account of it. But here 
is a specimen oi otir just man's style of recruiting it, with 
his disciple's comment thereupon : 

For example, in the town of Jiilich there lived and worked a tall 
young carpenter; one day a well-dresaed, poaitiye-looking gentleman 
(^ Baron yon Hompesch,* the records name him) enters the shop; 
wants " a stoat chest, with lock on it, for household purposes ; must be 
of such and such dimensions, six feet six In length especially, and 
that is an indispensable point, — in fact it will be longer than yourself, 
I think, Herr Zimmermann: what is the cost ; when can it be ready?*' 
Cost, time, and the rest are settled. ** A right stout chest, then ; and 
see you don*t forget the size ; if too short it will be of no use to me : 
mind 1*'^^* /a wohl! Gwna^r And the positive-looking, well-elad 
gentleman goes his ways. At the appointed day he reappears; the 
chest is ready ; — we hope, an unexceptionable article ? ** Too short, as I 
dreaded 1** says the positive gentleman. " Nay, your Honour,** says 
the carpenter, " I am certain it is six feet six !** and takes out his foot- 
rule.—" Pshaw it was to be longer than yourself.'* " Well, it is.*' 
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-^'*KO)U isn't i'* The cdrpeAier, to end the matter^ get^ Into hU 
ohest; andwIU ognrinQe any and dll mortaU. No soofier U he in, 
rightly flat, than the positiye gentleman, a Prussian recraiting-of^eer 
in disguise, slams down the lid upon him ; locks it, whistles in three 
stout fellows, who pick up the chest, gravely walk through the streets 
with it } open it in a safe plaoe ; and find— horrible to relate^^the poor 
carpenter dead ; choked by want of air in this frightful middle-passage 
of his. Kame of the town is given, Jiilich as above ; date not. And 
if the thing had been only a popular myth, is tt not a significant one? 
"Ant it is tdn true ; the tall carpenter lay dead, and Hompesob gdt <* im- 
prisoned for life " by the business. 

4> He « « 4> 4> 

Ftiedrich Wilhelm always answered, what was only sttperflclally 
the fact, That he knew nothing of these violences, and ^dts of ill- 
neighbourship i he, a just King, was sorrier than any man %q hear of 
them ; and would give immediate order that they should end. But 
they always went on again, much the same ; and never did end. I am 
sorry a just King, led astray by his bobby, answers thus what is only 
snper6oially the fact« But it seems he cannot help it } his hobby is too 
strong for him ; regardless of curb and bridle in this instance. Let us 
pity a man of genius, mounted on so ungovernable a hobby ; leaping 
the barriers, in spite of his best resolutions. Perhaps the poetic tem>> 
perament ii more liable to suoh morbid biases, Influices of imaginative 
crotchet, and mere folly that cannot be eured ? Friedrich Wilhelm 
never would or could dismount from his hobby ; but he rode him under 
much sorrow henceforth ; under showers o! anger and ridicule | — bon- 
tumelibtts Words Attd prooedurM, as it we^b tdaa el ftMeet^ battering 
round himi to a heavy extent t the rider a victim of Tragedy find 
Farce both at once. 

Now we Ate perfectly willing to pity the man of genius, 
or to respect the man of veracity — Mr. Carlyle may take 
his choice — ^but we cannot do both at once* We catmot 
accept his portraiture of Frederick, quoted at p. 83 (vide 
mprh)^ if we admit the present excuse. No tnan*s reraoity is 
worth a straw which yields to the pressure of his particular 
temptation. The humour of the abote anecdote prevents 
one feeling veiy angry with either the perpetrator or insti- 
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gator of the outrage. But still, if we reflect seriously 
upon it, we shall see that the worst ahominations of the 
crimping system must have been tacitly sanctioned by this 
excellent and paternal prince. 

But perhaps the most singular instance of the confusion 
between right and wrong into which Mr. Carlyle's enthu- 
siasm has led him, is to be found in his description of the 
" Tobacco ParHament." Let us suppose, for instance, that 
his Eoyal Highness the Prince of Wales, finding life 
getting a little slow, should establish a quiet evening 
gathering of a few choice spirits, let us say my Lord 
Shaftesbury, Mr. Bright, Mr. Bemal Osborne, and two 
or three more of the right sort, just to smoke a pound 
T)r two of mild cigars, and consume a few dozen of Bass's 
pale ale. Let us suppose, moreover, that their principal 
amusement was to get hold of some " famous literary 
gentleman," who believed himself a great deal wiser than 
every body else, and, after listening to his eccentricities for 
some time, to make him dead drunk, and play the same 
kind of practical jokes upon him for which our young 
ensigns and cornets did once enjoy an enviable notoriety. 
Let us suppose that, on leaving the palace, the intoxicated 
celebrity loses his way, and wanders towards the Kegent*s 
Park. That his tormentors, who of course are watching 
him, just shove him into the bear's den for a " lark," where 
he is '^ inhumanly hugged and squeezed," and that after 
this they hoist him up upon two ropes over the frozen 
canal, and drop him down with " his sitting part upon the 
ice," in which he breaks a big hole, and narrowly escapes 
drowning. Let us go on to suppose that the poor man at 
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length tarns restive, and very naturally refdses to join in 
the royal festivities any more, and that then he is forced 
out of his own room " by crackers, rockets, and mal-odo- 
rous projectiles." Let ns suppose that, " becoming human 
for a moment," he runs away and takes refuge with his 
relatives in Scotland, but that the gay, good-hearted circle, 
unable to spare their dear companion, take advantage of 
his poverty to lure him back again, and then maltreat him 
worse than ever. And that, by way of a climax, they 
invite another and bigger literary gentleman to come and 
quarrel with him, who first provokes him into hurling a 
hot smoking-pan at his enemy's head, and then, in retaHa- 
tion, lays him across his knee, strips hhn, and smites the 
part exposed with the hot pan aforesaid. Let us suppose 
we were to see in the Morning Advertiser some morning, a 
column of large type headed, " Practical Joking at the 
Palace," and to find on perusal that Mr. Carlyle had been 
subjected to these various indignities, been swimg on ropes, 
hugged by bears, and his ob coccygis subjected to the ex- 
tremes of cold and heat, accompanied by violence — what 
would be our feelings on the subject? Would our only 
remark be, that we had now gained some insight into the 
Prince's " views upon spiritual phosphorence, and stupidity 
grown vocal ;" or should we express ourselves in short and 
simple Saxon on the matter ? We leave the decision to 
our readers. Some may think one thing and some another. 
But we can assure them, that such feats were actually per- 
formed by that invaluable monarch, Frederick William I., 
and that his victim was a German professor of considerable 
learning and distinction. 
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Our readers must be pretty well t)itepared by this time to 
hear that Mr. Oarlyle, hi sportmg language^ **goeii very 
straight." Like young Loohinvar, he stays not for brake, 
and he stops not fbr atone. A certain conception is to be sup^ 
ported, and no obstaoles are allowed to impede the process. 
But after this once becomes clear, our interest in the book 
declines. When we haye seen a man swallow a drawn 
sword once, we hare seen it often enough. And Mr. 
Carlyle cannot avoid a certain sameness in his exhibition of 
an analogous performance. All the king^s weaknesses, 
vices, and brutalities, are gulped down alike. Nothing 
comes amiss to him. And Whether it is the murder of a 
'gigantic carpenter, the bullying of a diminutire professor, 
or personal violence towards his own son and daughter, it is 
all the same. They arc all smoothed-down by Mr. Carlyle's 
peculiar phraseology, and somehow masticated into virtues. 

Mr. Carlyle's method is best desoribed by his own descrip- 
tion of a German History of the period : " Extremely ex- 
tensive, mostly in the undigested, sometimes in the quito 
uncooked or raw oonditloti;" — ^p. 186. In Mr. Cailyle's 
case, be it remembered, this result is not the product of 
haste or carelessness, but of deliberate choice. He imagines 
himself to live among a nation of ib^of (fyot and tosses down 
his raw materials before us with a profound contempt for 
one of the highest attributes of civilisation. We have 
been given to understand that Mr. Oarlyle never reads a 
newspaper or any other exponent of the literary taste of 
Ihe public, the oonsequenoe is, that he is wholly unaware 
with what spluttering and griniacing his viands are usually 
received. It is probable, however, that he Would hardly be 
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able to i^ect touch chunge in his system now, eren if he 
did find it oat. Criticism, therefore, is chiefly tiseinl fot 
preyentmg the growth of imitation. And for that pnipose^ 
we should be glad to see the question more frequently pro- 
pounded than it is — what, namely, Mr. Carlyle supposes 
himself to gain by writing history on a principle which 
resembles burlesque ? The introduction of fictitious charac- 
ters, such as Smelfungus and Dryasdust, who are supposed 
to state the popular objections to Mr. Carlyle^s vielrs, and 
the perpetual interpolation of passages in smaller type, 
which are either extracts from joumala of the time or else 
manufactured for the occasion by Mr. Carlyle himself, not 
only impart to his pages a strong flayour of buffoonery, but 
actually fail to impress us with any clear or permanent 
ideas. They interrupt instead of heightening the effect of 
an historical narrative. They distract instead of cbiicGii-« 
trating our attention. And, finally, they are fktal to ereiy- 
thing like dramatic effect, which depends upon the evolution 
of character in action, and is whoUy spoiled by the run* 
ning aooompaniment of "talk" which Mr. Cttrlyle appends 
to it. 

And this brings us to the great defect of his style as a 
distinct feature fit)m his method. He writes biography 
like a showman. He stands in frtmt of his heroes, as it 
were, with a long stick, pointing out their pectdiarities with 
a grin, and describing their habits in the Well-known phrase- 
ology of the van« His mere diction far outweighs in im- 
pertinence whatever it may win in power, Wheu instead 
of saying that a sovereign involved himself ih difflettltles, 
Mr. Carlyle assures us that he " plunged into the mtlddy 
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unfathomable ;" when instead of saying that a nation did 
not see its way in a particular contest, he says that this 
.contest was productive of " somnambulisms innumerable;" 
we wonder what he perceives in the present age to make 
him fancy that such nonsense will be acceptable. But 
when he addresses himself to Frederick of Prussia, in the 
style and tone we have described, he becomes unbearable. 
Doubtless he himself believes that in using this eccentric 
language he is supporting some " eternal verity." But we 
can discover no deeper foundation for the practice than the 
extremely logical principle, that because much folly is 
written in the common manner, therefore that is necessarily 
wisdom which is written in a maimer not common. So 
trite a criticism as this may seem unequal to the occasion ; 
but, honestly, we can discover no newer one : more especi- 
ally since extravagance of style is redeemed less than ever 
in these volumes by vigour or originality of thought. In a 
word, if Mr. Carlyle's absolutely monstrous phraseology has 
any real meaning, this is sinking deeper and deeper out of 
sight. We understand, of course, that it still bears the 
old vague meaning of a protest against conventionalities, 
conventional morals, conventional politics, and conventional 
manners. But the world gets tired of that. We have 
extracted from the protest all tho fruit which it can yield ; 
and if it turns out that Mr. Carlyle has only used the 
figure of Frederick the Great as a peg on which to hang 
his old clothes, without any express qualification for the 
work of a biographer, his genius will not save him from the 
common destiny of bores. 

It is well to reflect at what a cost Mr. Carlyle is to be 
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indulged in these freaks. Not only the " dignity," but the 
beauty of history is endangered by his example. litera- 
ture is one of the fine arts, and history is a most important, 
department of literature. How long, then, are we to 
tolerate an historian who discards '^ form '' as un-essential, 
and arrays historical truth, not in that noble and refined 
garb which by common consent has been assigned to her, 
but in the flaunting patchwork of a harlequin ? We urge 
that Mr. Carlyle is inflicting a permanent injury upon 
English literature by adherence to his present style, for 
which neither the truths that he has rescued from neglect, 
nor the beauty of occasional passages to be found scattered 
through his works, are an adequate compensation. In the 
younger writere of the day, the debasing effect of this ex- 
ample is constantly perceptible. Perhaps the commonest 
of all faults which we are called upon to criticise is the use 
of those authorial " asides " and apostrophes which deform 
the pages of almost every other biographical or historical 
work which issues from the press. Writers of considerable 
eminence — Mr. Motley, for example — are not exempt from 
this blot. And if the evil spreads, it will end in the total 
ruin of our good old classical standard of purity and ele- 
gance, and the establishment in its place of a style at once 
grotesque and florid; as on the stage spectacle and bur- 
lesque have almost extinguished the national drama: 

The third volume embraces just about one-half of the 
war of the Austrian succession (1740 — 1748), and the 
chief historical fact which confronts us throughout is the 
disgraceful audacity with which, on the death of Charles 
YI., all the great Powers of Eiurope repudiated the solemn 
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pledge wbiob had gaaranteed his undiyidfid domimons to 
Maria Theresa. During the fiye-aud-tweuty years whiob 
pTeoedfid the death of the last male heir of the HapsburgSi 
more treaties than the historical stnde&t can remember 
were poncladed among the different Ooorts, and in abnost 
ereiy one of them the " Pragmatic Sanction" was acbnow*- 
ledged by some one of the contracting parties. No sooneri 
however, was Charles dead, leaving only a woman on the 
throne, a bankrupt exchequer, and a mere skeleton of aU 
army, than France suddenly discovered she had always re- 
serred the rights of third parties! Bpain asserted that 
Ferdinand YI., having succeeded to the Spanish dominions 
of the Hapsburg8| had become a Hapsburg himself, and 
was entitled, at least, to the Milanese; Poland had one 
pretext, Sardinia another ; but all agreed in the oommoQ 
object of dismembering the Austrian dominions* England 
and Holland were the only Powers that stood aloof from 
this nefarious eonfederacy-*-the latter, it is said, rather 
against her will ; England, as we know, fighting gallantly 
for the Fmpress-Queen through seven not inglorious cam* 
paigns, 

The Elector of Bavaria, who had withdrawn his signa* 
ture to the Pragmatic Sanction, claimed the dominions of 
the Queen in virtue of a will made by Ferdinand I. in 
favour of his male descendants, which, as he contended, 
would override any subsequent arrangements. A copy of 
this will, worded as alleged, was to be seen at Munich. 
And the Elector now demanded leave to inspect the original, 
which was deposited at Vienna. " To his horror there 
<< stood h the cardinal passage, instead of mOntUich^ (male 
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^^ desceud^ts)) fheliche (lawfully-begotten desoendfrnts), 
^' fatal to Karl Albert^s claim I Nor could he provt; that the 
'^ parchment bad been scraped or altered, though he kept 
" laying and examining it for some days. Ha withdrew 
** thereupon, by order, straightway from Vienna j testifying 
^^ in dumb^show what he thought. *• It is your copy that is 
" false,* cried the Vienna people: *it has been foisted on 
" you, with this wrong word in it : done by somebody (your 
'^ friendi the i^xcellency Herr von Hartmann, shall we 
'' guess?), wishing to cmry favour with ambitious foolish 
" persons !* Such was the Austrian story." Mr. Carlyle 
disbelieves the Austrian story, and si^s that the genuineness 
of the words in question is generally disbelieved in Grennany* 
This story does not seem to have reached England in Smol- 
lett's time, nor i^ th0 supposition of forgery to be found in 
the History of Lord Mahon» 

It was in the midst of this scene of confusion that 
Frederick 11^ made his entry on the European stage. 
Prussia too had signed the Pragmatic Sanction : but 
Frederick certainly had a more plausible reason for disre- 
garding it than the other Powers. He alleged, and with 
as much justice as kings generally think sufidcient, that 
Charles VI. had failed in an engagement with Prussia by 
which he was to cede to that monarchy the Duchies of Berg 
and Jiilich. This breach of faith absolved him, he declared, 
from his own liabilities to Austria. But still if the young 
Queen would even now carry out the arrangement, she 
would find in him one of the firmest of her allies. Un- 
happily for Frederick's reputation, his first step was to 
march a Prussian for<^ iuto Silesia, and bis 6econ4 only to 
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publish this statement of his wrongs. This featore of the 
transaction is wholly overlooked by his biographer ; and is 
the one blot which rests upon his acquisition of Silesia. 
We do not blame him for seeking to extend his boundaries. 
We do not blame him for taking advantage of the bad 
faith or procrastination of the late Emperor, in order to 
effect this object, if he had done so fairly and legitimately. 
If) after having appealed to Maria Theresa without effect, he 
had chosen to indemnify himself by an acquisition three 
times as valuable as the Duchies originally claimed, little 
might have been said against his conduct ; but he put him- 
self completely in the wrong by violating the territory of an 
ally before his demands had been refused, and has left us 
no alternative but to believe that he was determined to pro- 
voke a war by an insult which could not be endured, before 
the opportunity was lost. This is the part played by Frede- 
rick in this volume. He invaded Silesia, won two pitched 
battles, and captured an important fortress, — successes 
which obtained for him the possession of Lower Silesia at 
the peace of Breslau in 1742. It is admitted that in these 
two battles Frederick did not shine much as a general. 
But the generals opposed to him shone still less, and the 
Austrian infantry was decidedly inferior to his own. Mr. 
Carlyle's description of these two battles is not so good as 
we should have expected. But with the aid of his plans 
they are quite distinct; and on comparing them with the 
versions of Sir Edward Cust we find they are correct. Not- 
withstanding the abysses of mud, the enchanted wiggeries, 
and the many sonmambulisms which typify the condition 
of England at this period, we find that on the whole Mr. 
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Carlyle speaks well of ns. The Spanish war of 1739, con- 
trary to the opinions of Lord Macaulay and Lord Mahon, 
he holds to have been quite justifiable. He seems to con- 
sider that it was high tune to put an end for ever to the 
'' theory/' still maintained by the Spaniards, of their uni- 
versal sovereigniy in certain regions. This was an '' un- 
veradty " which it was quite right and proper to destroy. 
But the more practical Whig essayist, looking only at the 
apparently petty character of the grieyances alleged, and 
haying no great objection to unyeracities, thinks the cure 
was not worth the cost. 



We haye expressed our opinion yery freely on Mr. 
Carlyle's errors. Of his merits it is superfluous to speak. 
None can now be ignorant of the yiyid dramatic power 
and uncommon picturesqueness with which he places an 
action or a group before us : of the yein of natural 
humour that relieyes the gravity of his style : of his real 
kindliness of heart when not mounted on his hobby : of 
his pathos, his purity; and his bold and free range of 
thought. He has a giant's strength : it is only to be re- 
gretted that he too frequently uses it with the wild energy 
of a giant. 



BOLINQBROKE AS A STATESMAN * 

We have often lamented, that in the gdlleiy of poliiical 
portraits bequeathed to us by the late Lord Macaulay, we 
should have to seek in vain for the figures of Bolingbroke and 
teiirke. It Wias, of course, impossible to ^Vrite as much as 
Lord Macaulay Wrote upon the politics ot the eighteenth 
cetittiry, Mthout any reference whatever to two of its most 
fknioiis Inen. Of Burke, indeed, we may say that we can 
tell with considerable exactness what his lordship's estimate 
would have been ; but we can only conjecture very vaguely 
in \^hat hues he would have painted Bolingbroke. lie 
called him a brilliant knave ; but he upheld the Treaty of 
Utrecht, these iare almost the only two decisive expres- 
sions of opinioh on the character and career of St. John 
which his lordship has recorded ; yet a finer subject for his 
pencil is scarcely to be found in the whole range of English 
history. We are not, indeed, so wealt as to imagine that 

♦ The JJfe of Henry St. John, Viscount Bolingbroke^ Secretary of 
State in the Reign of Queen Anne, By Thomas Macknight London, 
Chapman and Hall. 

Reprinted, by permission, from Fraser^M Magazine. 
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he would have giveii tls & faithful likieness ; but he oould 
hardly have failed to jproduce A splendid and imposing 
piotttte: It wouldj doubtless, have exhibited his usual 
defects and infirmities; but it Would probably have dis- 
pelled a godd many vulgar errors which have clustered 
round the name of Bolingbroke. His Whig prepossessibns 
would hever have allowed him to be impartial; but his 
strong common sense would have saved him from becoming 
sentimental. K St. John wds not a patriot such as Russellj 
Lord Macaulay would equally have seen that he Was not tk 
traitor such as Babington. 

"Hiere is much iii the conduct of Lord BoliUgbrbke which, 
if not exactly inexcusable, i6, at all events, highly undesir- 
able. But his history, up to the present time, has been 
written by his enemies : his own explanations of particular 
parts of his policy have been slurred over ; designs have 
been inlputed to him as criminal, without due consideration 
of the national feeling at the time ; and but little allow- 
ance has been made for the uncertainty and novelty in 
which, during the first half of the eighteenth century, con- 
stitutional government was enveloped. None of his critics 
or biographers have sufficiently weighed these circum- 
stances ; neither Mr. Cooke nor Mr. Macknight, nor Lord 
Brougham, nor Mr. Croker. Nor could it be expected that 
a foreigner should supply omissions which have been per- 
petuated by English writers. In his excellent and interest- 
ing essay upon Bolingbroke and his times, M. Eemusat, of 
whom Mr. Macknight seems not to have heard, adopts 
literally and unsuspectingly the conventional estihiate of 
his character. A little reflection, however, m&y end in 
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persaiiding ns that Lord Bolingbroke was not quite so bad 
as he has seemed ; and that, though it was perhaps fortunate 
for England that she had a Oeorge the Second instead of 
a Patriot King, much may be forgiven to a writer in the 
middle of that prince's reign who was unable to discern this 
truth. 

In describing Lord Bolingbroke's descent, Mr. Mac- 
knight informs us that the French nobility were accustomed 
to smile among themselves at his claim to illustrious lineage. 
If so, it is probable that very many of them smiled at a 
much better man than themselves. Both on the mother's 
and the father's side Bolingbroke's pedigree was brilliant. 
On the one, he was descended from the great family of 
D'Eu, or Dewias, which held immense domains in Nor- 
mandy before the Conquest, while, ere it united with the 
St. Johns, the stream had been enriched by intermarriage 
with the Orandisons and Beauchamps. His paternal an- 
cestry united in itself the blood of the ancient and powerful 
baronial families of De Port and St. John, the head of 
which at the period of the Norman invasion held a high 
command in William's army. The later alliances of the 
family had constantly brought fresh accessions of noble 
blood into its veins ; so that, whatever esteem we may place 
upon a splendid ancestry, it is impossible to deny that Bo- 
lingbroke was entitled to it all. 

Henry St. John was bom in the Manor House of Batter- 
sea, in the month of October, and, according to the best 
evidence, in the year 1678. During his early boyhood he 
seems to have been educated with some strictness. His 
grandmother was the daughter of Oliver St. John, the 
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Mend and Chief Justice of Cromwell ; and doubtless the 
household at Battersea may have been conducted on prin- 
ciples somewhat at variance with the fashionable tone of 
the period. However, as the prejudices of his family did 
not prevent him from being sent to Eton and to Christ- 
church, we may fairly presume that he was not very tightly 
curbed at home, and that the worst of his reminiscences 
was that of Dr. Manton*s commentary on the 119th Psalm, 
" which comprised a sermon upon every verse." 

On leaving college, St. John plunged at once into all the 
pleasures of that graceless generation. His verses to an 
orange-girl, whom he could not persuade to be faithful to 
him, are still preserved ; and he delighted to be seen in the 
Park alongside of Miss Gumly, the fashionable frail one of 
the day. To the same period we are to refer his intimacy 
with Dryden, and that celebrated interview in which, at the 
poet^s request, he sat out old Jacob Tonson, who had come 
to bully him for copy. He was, therefore, the reader will 
observe, even at this early age a man of literature as well 
as a man of pleasure. Some time in the year 1700 he 
married the daughter of Sir Henry Winchecombe, a rich 
conntry gentleman of Berkshire, whose properly was after- 
wards of great service to him. In January of the same 
year he had been elected member for Wotton Bassett; 
and, being little more than twenty-one years of age, joined 
of course the party of his Wiltshire friends, in other words, 
the " country party." That he was led into a policy by 
them of which his later judgment disapproved, he aUows 
with perfect candour. He voted against the Partition 
Treaiy, which he afterwards in his writings vindicated as 
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the only ppssible resource left to Eiprope after tl^q ftoj^re 
of the League of Augsburg. He supported, a f<PT^ yej^rs 
later, the bill against Occasional Co;iformi|iy ; though, as 
he voted against it in the following session, a fact ^hich 
Mr. Macknight has omitted to record, he cannot be sup- 
posed to have been very zealous in the cause, fn 1711 
indp^dj.when the bill was revived in a less stringent form 
by so moderate a man as Lord Nottingham, he again voted 
in its favour. But he finally expressed his opinion upon 
all measures of this T^^ture as follows : " par frona desiring 
to impose any new hardships upon them (Disse^iters), even 
those who have been repute^ their enenaies, and Tfho have 
acted as suph on several occasions, acknpwledgq thei^* prro?". 
Experience hath removed prejudice. They see that indul- 
gence hath done what seyerity never could." 

It was during these earlier years of his parliamentary 
career that St. John formed th^^ti intjmf^te acquaintance 
with another >7ell-knowu pnglish statespaap, whicl^ exercised 
so great an influence oji his fortunes, and to which he 
afterwards referred his p^n downfal. This was Jlobert 
Harley, afterwards Earl of Oxford, the descendant of a 
knightly fwnily which ha4 been %g settled in Ra<Jnorahire, 
Glamorganshire, and Herefordshire. He was educat^4 ftt 
a priyatp school, afterwards at Jesus College, Oxford, iiud 
then entered at ^pincoln^s fnn. !Pe practised at t\\f^ ipar 
for some ^ime, and what cj^nsed him to expl^angp Jiis pro- 
fession fpr pqlitips we are not informed ; but in tb^ latter 
part of William's reign he was returned to Parliament 
for his native tpw^ of Badnoi*; and in the last parlia- 
ment of that sovereign he was elected Speaker. His pon- 
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nexion^, ^ m4^e4 did some of [^oluigbroke'a, b^lpDged to the 
Whig 9,M NQUconfonni^t ioter^st ; mi Us private life was 
always modelled according tp the strictest sect. But ^e 
eariy begai* tq attach himself to the Tory side, aud among 
the young me» who adopted him as a tod of leader waa 
the new member for Wo^ton llassett. They soou h^^camfi 
fast friends ; and |W the ^QTy iuteresti gradually pwyailed 
iu thfi House of Commons, both together took pffice uuder 
Go^olphiu. This was iu the year 1704 ; aud for the thiree 
fplloTring years Harley w^s Secretary of SX^U, an4 St. 
John Secretary at War- It was duriwg this period, the 
reader must remember, that Marlborough gaiue^ his earii^st 
yictories ; aud it is upt deuied that a part of hi? success 
Tjras due to St. Johu'a pxcelleut a^iuist^^tipu of t^Q 
w^X departm^ut. But ueither Harley, it seepas, UP? W 
lieutenant were coutented to remain for eye? undeT tbc) 
authority of Godpjphiu. They i^spi^ed to fpw 9^ party of 
their own ; %nd St. John, at least, vhp l)ad eutered Parlia> 
ment <^ ^ Toiy> could ^ot have been satisfied with f^ posi • 
tiou which conuected hiw §P closely with the Whigs. 
Harley tbeu couamenced, through the medium of I^rg. 
Masham, the Queen's new favourite* tp ingratiate himself 
at CQurt, aud to form W i^iterest there, unkuqyrn ^ud in- 
dependeut of his cpHeagwe"?. The favour of thfi court fit 
that time would at puce giv^ any maT^ a great number of 
votes iu Parliament; and such, indeed, was \\ie recoguised 
path to power among the statesmen of the cjfty* This 
scheme, however, wf» detected by Marlborough and Godol- 
phiu, who forced the Queen to dismiss Harley from his 
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post. St. John thought proper to retire in company with 
his friend, though whether or no he was privy to his in- 
trigues remains a very doubtful question. He always 
maintained that this step was taken on wholly independent 
grounds ; and to the explanation of his conduct which he 
always gave, when taxed with ingratitude towards Godol- 
phin and Marlborough, we shall presently advert. 

With Bolingbroke's resignation in 1707, we complete 
what may be termed the introductory chapter of his life. 
When he again reappears upon the scene of politics, it wiU 
be as inaugurating the first of the three great epochs into 
which his career may be divided. These are, his adminis- 
tration of the Foreign Office from 1710 to 1714, his en- 
gagement at the court of St. Germains, and his opposition 
at home to the Government of Sir Robert Walpole. During 
the three years which followed his resignation, he resided 
chiefly at a place belonging to his wife^s father at Bucklers- 
bury, in Berkshire ; and here he seems to have divided his 
time pretty evenly between reading and fox-hunting. It 
was now, we may suppose, that he made up for the idleness 
of his school and college days, and acquired that intimate 
acquaintance with the history and literature of Rome which 
is visible in all his works. He himself always spoke of 
this period as the happiest of his life; and he affected, 
even at that early age, the airs of the philosopher in re- 
tirement. There was a good deal of nonsense in all this, 
without any doubt. St. John was no philosopher ; but it 
showed this : that he had a real admiration for the cha- 
racter, and could appreciate the dignity of a life of literary 
leisure. It is not to be supposed that he had not all the 
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time his eye fixed upon St. James's^ or that he was not 
watching with eager curiosity that gradual reaction of 
puhlic feeling, on which he and his Mends eventually rode 
back to power. He was in constant correspondence with 
Harley, who remained in London, and was kept well ap- 
prised of every fresh step gained by Mrs. Masham, in her 
rivalry with the Duchess of Marlborough. It is not to be 
believed, however much the nation might be excited with 
the Duke's victories, that its common sense was entirely 
blinded by their brilliancy ; and St. John must have seen 
with satisfaction that, after the dispersion of the Conference 
of Gertruydenberg in the winter of 1709-10, there was a 
fast-rising feeling in the country adverse to the conduct of 
the war. The growth of this sentLment emboldened the 
court party. Lord Sunderland, Marlborough's son-in-law, 
who had succeeded Harley, was dismissed from his post in 
June, and succeeded by the Tory Lord Dartmouth. Li 
August he was followed by Godolphin, and the Treasury 
was put into conmiission, subject to the authoriiy of Harley, 
now created Chancellor of the Exchequer. Finally, on the 
19th of September the change of Ministry was completed 
by the discharge of Lord Somers and the remainder of the 
Whig officials, and the appointment of Tories in their 
room. Among these, St. John was recalled to office as 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 

The Duke of Marlborough did not resign his command ; 
nor does there seem to have been any intention of depriv- 
ing him of it during the first months of the new adminis- 
tration. Between the Duke and Bolingbroke, however, 
there could be but little cordiality. The Duke resented 
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warmly ihe disgrace of his belQve^ ^vichess 5 ^n^ Bolii^g- 
b^pke shared ^hp public ^l4ig^atio^ ^t ^ihe cupidity ^d 
nepotisn^ of thp E(ukQ. It T^as whispered, pior^over, thftt 
Marlborough, incenaecj at the loss pf infl^iencfj h^ ^^ sus- 
tained by the chapgft pf pwiistry, had acti^ally tampered 
with ^he arpay, which deplare4 \^ wovild ^uppo^t thP General. 
Hp seeme4 tq havp sepurpd tp hj^iself a ppsitipn which, in 
t|ie tl^en situation of affairs, was too great for a suhject to 
posspss. A hundred and pfty years ^go a vic^riQii? gPn^^^l 
at the head pf a powerful army filled with his own prea- 
tnres, ipight really hayp been thp object of an alann »ot 
entirely yisionary. But, after j^ll, thp continnftfio^ of the 
war was the re«|.l ropk on which thpy split, yfh^^ chance 
of apcon^i^p^f^tipn wfp ^h^re. bptwee^ ^hp genpT^^ wl^q w^s 
bpnt on going on ^it]:^ i|i, an^ t^hp mi^stpr w^o ^as deter- 
mined to ^rrest it ? ^pre is no nepepsity ^P blacken the 
cfiaract^er pf Marlborough in ordpr to pxpnsp BoUngbroke, 
or blapken polingbro^p in prder to expuse Maryborough. 
But tl^p pu^e wa« ^0 ex^jied patriot. |Ip }^fij wfiH W^gl* 
^hat ^he war was a gpp^ thing far hift^, ^d he wisl^pd hos- 
tilities tp last. Hp |q^pw the Tories (ii4 ^P^ ^§t t^l^is ; ^d, 
thprpfore, he sjiijl cluf g tp ftp lY^jgs. Bp|ing|:irp^p desired 
ppc|,Cp : and if the Duke would not hejp him \o secure it, 
fte Duke must go. Hp stroyp anxiousjy tq pefsnade hini. 
He could not, he said, listen wi*t cppa^on patipncp tp 
M^lborough when he talke^ of bis " 0I4 friend? the 
A^Tiigs." ^e Tories w^re his o|d friends ; ftey l^afl sijp- 
por<;p4 bim in the reign of \he li^te ^ing, and in the begin- 
ning of the prpspfl^i reign. " l^et hina," sai4 he, " disen- 
gj^p bin^self fro^ the ^ig§, and put a stop to the fury 
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of bis lYife^" i^d all will go well. But Marlboyopg}^ l^ked 
thp war too lyell to do th€> one, and feared his wife too 
much to do the otjier. He expected the new n^inistry to 
be a short-lived one ; and staked his game upon the Whigs. 
He lost : and when the penalty was exacted, in th^ ab- 
stract he had no right to complain. Whether Bolingbroke 
illtreated the Duke, or the Puke abused the opportunities 
of his grpati position, will depend to a great pxtent on the 
policy or impolicy of tl^^ lyar. If this hfid npw bepome un- 
necessary, Bolingbrpke w^ clearly justified vp. superseding 
a general whose presenpe with the allied forces Tf as an ^i- 
superable obstacle to peace. 

The gei^eral pleptip^i took plape in October, ^.710, and 
the Whigs were everywhere defeated. Bolingbroke himself 
was returned for Be^-kshire; and wrote in the higl^est 
spirits to his y^ripus correspondents abroad of tlie stirepgtU 
of t^e Tory party in the House. It is clear from many 
expressipns in these letters, as well as fron^ the ^ecided 
character of his policy, that he no-yy fplt h^fliself sepure. 
Mr. Mack^ight complains tjiat this ministry "was esta- 
blished on np solid foundations.^' If he had said that it 
was established on a yarrow foundation, he would Jiave 
bpen nearer the truth. There seem to have been three 
sources of the success of the Tory party at the elections. 
One was the general idet^ that by disnaissing the Whig 
Ministry, the Queen had vindicated her prerogative; a 
sentin^ent which more than once duriug tjie eighteenth ceij- 
tury provpd pf great advantage tP tl^® Crowi}. Another 
was weariness of the war expenditure, and a growing feelii^g 
that men who, like ^or|J Soqt^ers, cpuld give np reason for 
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the continuation of the war, except that '^ he had been bred 
up in a hatred of France/' were unfit to be entrusted with 
its management. The last and most important was the 
strong Church feeling which the impeachment of Sacheverel 
had evoked. The two first of these elements of strength 
might of course pass away in time. But the last would 
probably have survived for very many years longer. The 
rural clergy and gentry bore stamped upon their brain the 
one idea that the Whigs were hostile to the Church. To- 
leration was a word of ill omen to them. Was it not by 
holding out the bait of toleration that James II. had hoped 
to bring in Popery ? These were not days they thought 
in which the utmost vigilance could be dispensed with. A 
strong Tory party in the House of Commons was, they 
said, absolutely necessary to prevent the Whig free-thinkers 
from breaking down at one blow all the barriers of the 
Church. On this deeply-rooted popular feeling Boling- 
broke might have stood securely. Whether he would have 
stood creditably is perhaps a more debateable question. 

He was told, he says, in 1715, when the question of the 
Chevalier's conforming to the Church of England was 
mooted, that '' he was not thought the properest person to 
speak about religion." And the same kind of taunt has 
frequently been levelled at him since. Here, it is said, was 
a pretty champion of the Church. Here was a pattern of 
orthodoxy, who rushed from his mistress and his bottle to 
the rescue of the Catholic fedth. Some sneers of this na- 
ture are to be found in Mr. Macknight's pages, but though 
plausible enough, we cannot on the whole really consider 
them well founded. In the reign of Queen Anne this question 
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of toleration was one of the questions of the day. Every 
statesman was obliged to take a side. It was quite impos- 
sible to ignore it. And what was there worse in Boling- 
broke defending the Anglican theory of the Chnrch than in 
Wharton or Walpole zealously defending the Protestant 7 
At all events, it is a poor compliment to the Low Ohuroh 
party to contend that it is less incongruous for them than 
for their rivals to be supported by men of vicious lives. 
There is also another consideration to be taken into ac- 
count before we close this page of our ledger. A man may 
lead a loose life without disbelieving the essential doctrines 
of the Church. This kind of inconsistency, moreover, was 
far commoner in the last century than it is at present. Nor 
is there any reason to suppose that Bolingbroke, at the age 
of thirty, had begun to think about the matter. He pro- 
bably accepted the established religion of the country as 
other men of the world did, postponing the task of re- 
conciling his faith and his practice to a more convenient 
season. Such a character as St. John^s is not to be com- 
mended : by the more sensitive morality of the present age 
it would not be endured ; but in the reign of Queen Anne 
no special opprobrium belonged to it. Finally, we must 
remember that statesmen of all ages in embracing a poli- 
tical creed, must take it as a whole. They cannot pick and 
choose. If Bolingbroke felt impelled to support Tory prin- 
ciples in the State, he had no option but to support them 
in the Ohurch also. 

Into Bolingbroke's private life during the next four 
triumphant years, most suggestive glimpses are afforded us 
in Swift's " Journal to Stella." Swift was introduced to 
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hitti Ih the month bf November, 1711, and ittimediately be- 
ctttHe a tnembfei* of the Brothers' Cltlb, inteiided to be a 
sttlAilbr Ahd tttore exclusive political gathering thail the 
other clubs of the day, and also a trifle less corLvivial. The 
nlembers at this time; bbsidies Swift and Bblingbroke, WetiB, 
the Premier, the Dukte of Ohnond, Arbuthhot, Pribr, 
Freiild-, ahd Wytidham. They used to dine at thfe « Star 
And GAttet," in PaU Mall, wheirb a good deal bf ih)B lite- 
racy Work of the party Wds ptobably cbtibocted. Li ttiis 
JreAi: thfe Secretd.ty had startisd thie JEccaminer^ of Which thfe 
fetttlier niithbelns were writteh exclusivtely by the Brbthers. 
In on6 bf these papers riiiiy be sieen thfe maiden effort of 
Lbtd Bblingbirbke as a political writlet, in the shape of ia. 
lettet to the editor, agaitist the character and conduct bf 
MiAtlbbrough. The pieciB had beeh extolled by good judges, 
but will not bear cbtiiparidon with the Utter productions of 
his pen ; nor, howevet much we Uiay admire a policy bf 
"thorough," cAn we fidl to regret that ^ statesman in 
Bolingbroke's position should have sunk the minister in the 
journalist. The thing was not quite so bad in that age as 
it would be in our bWn. But BoliUgbroke wbuld have exhi- 
bited more ttue dignity of character had he left this kind 
of work tb its proper professors, the able literary coadjutors 
by whom he Was surrounded. A transaction, recorded by 
Swift, which took place at one of the nieetings of this club, 
id still tnote discreditable to all the partied concehled in it. 
Some nameless poet of the day had written a lampobn bn 
Marlborough. The circumstance being mentioned in the 
company, an impromptu sUbscriptioU Was got up fot him, 
tb which the majority of the tnembets idubscrib^ad two 
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gtimeite A piece, while Swift, Arbnthnot, and Freilid, gare 
one. As stories like these come before ns — and 61 John 
neirer kept a secret — it is easy to see why the Whig party 
should hare hated Lotd Bolingbroke with a peculiar and 
enduring hatl:^ He g&te no quarter ; and when his own 
torn came, it is clear tiiat he expected none. In the inean 
time, he revelled in the enjoyment of an amount of power, 
popttlarify, and social pleasure, such as fbw English mi- 
nisters hare combined either before or since. In his thirty- 
third year he was playing the foremost paH; in one of the 
greatest public transactions of which Europe has ever been 
the stage. He was the farburite of the people, and he 
gradually grew in farottr with the queen. He was the first 
orator in Parliament ; and in his hours of social relaxatioii, 
he had a circle of friends to Ifisdl back upon unriyalled for 
genius and accomplishments. Tke ease ^ih which he 
satisfied the demands of so various a life astohished ^ven 
Swift. At the Forieigtl Office he allowed the clerks no 
rest. He would sit at his own table from ten in the miom- 
ing till eight at night. He learned the Spanish language 
in two months, on phrase to conduct the negotiations. 
Yet he found time also to enjoy a great deal of society, 
and to drink champagne and btirgundy till ail his cbmpo- 
tatots vanished. Bnt this i^as not all. Kot only did he 
work as hard as Mr. Pitt, and drink considerably harder ; 
he had another weakness to ihdnlge, froni which that mi- 
nister was free. If he saw a pretty wotnaii in the street or 
in the park, no fbar of public censure cotdd restrain him 
from openly pursuing her. Yet all this tiihe his wife con- 
tinued to live ¥riith him, and to requite his infidelities by 
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unswerving solicitude and affection. When his excesses 
made him ill, she nursed him tenderly. And when he re- 
covered he flew into the arms of prostitutes. But illness 
was a rare event with him. His constitution defied almost 
all trials, and seems to have been an hereditary gift. It is 
a common saying even now among the Wiltshire neigh- 
bours of his family, that there never was a St. John yet 
who had a good heart or a bad stomach. In the country 
he was a great sportsman, and peculiarly attached to dogs. 
He took an unfeigned interest in agriculture, and might be 
seen of a morning strolling about the fields, and chatting 
pleasantly on com, grass, and cattle, with the Berkshire 
farmers, whom he would not unfrequently entertain at his 
own house afterwards, and regale with anecdotes of town, 
through a great cloud of tobacco-smoke. He was devoted 
also to the more refined pleasures of gardening ; and dis- 
played as much anxiety about the transport of some bay- 
trees from Holland, as he did about the terms of peace. 

We might linger long over various det^s of this nature; 
but it is now high time that we began to examine more 
particularly the circumstances of this famous treaty, by 
which, after all, the character of St. John, both for states- 
manship and honesty, must stand or fall. The questions 
which spring out of it appear to be three in number. First, 
Was Bolingbroke's conception of the war, and consequently 
his conclusion of the peace, right or wrong ? Secondly, Did 
he carry out his resolution by warrantable or unwarrantable 
means ? Thirdly, Had he any other ends to serve by making 
peace with France than those which appeared upon the sur- 
face? 
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Of the mere abstract expediency of the Treaty of Utrecht 
we do not imagine that many doubters yet remain. Still 
there are some, little howsoeyer as their authority may 
weigh with us. Impartial readers we hope to conyince on 
this point by a comparatively brief retrospect of the cir- . 
cumstances of the case. The general object of the famous 
Partition Treaties must be known, we suppose, to every 
one who is sufficiently interested in the subject to care 
about reading this essay. It was simply to prevent the 
vast dominions of the Spanish crown from devolving, at 
the death of Charles II., upon either of the other two 
great powers of the Continent; that is, either France or 
Austria. To this end the arrangement, which was finally 
determined on in the month of March, 1700, was that the 
Dauphin should receive the greater part of the Italian pos- 
sessions of the Spanish crown, and the Archduke Charles 
of Austria, Spain and the Indies. The Emperor of Austria 
refused to agree to this arrangement because, by the will of 
Philip rV. he was heir to the whole monarchy. So matters 
stood when, at the death of Charles II., it was found that 
France had stolen a march upon the Emperor by procuring 
another will from the late king, bequeathing the whole of 
his dominions to the Duke of Anjou. It was true enough 
that Louis himself had renounced any daim by descent to 
the Spanish crown when he married the elder daughter of 
Philip IV. But it was contended by Bolingbroke that the 
will of Charles II. had now placed France and Austria on 
an equal footing, and cancelled all preceding obligations. 
K Austria could point to the French renunciations, France 
in turn could point to a later will in her own favour, 

I 
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which as far as Spain herself was coneemed, renounced 

those renunciations. And if she appealed to public poli(7, 

there atood the Partition Treaty, ^hich debarred her just 

as much as France from succession to the entire empire. 

England and HoUand, from the very ^rst, had no intention 

of supporting either. They had striven to defeat Austria, 

even while her right was still in force. Were they now 

going to war in support of the very feNune pretensions when 

that right was superseded ? The notion is preposterous. 

They would prevent France from profiting by the will of 

Charles to swallow up the whole Spanish monarchy, but 

not that Austria might take advantage of the wiU of PhiHp 

to do exactly the same thing. On the contrary, the Duke 

of Anjou had been acknowledged by William III. as King 

of Spain, and the articles of the Grand Alliance, in 1701, 

only undertook, 

iBt. 'To provide an equitable and reasonable satisfaction to his Im- 
perial Mi^esty for his pretension to the Spanish succession; and, 
2ndly, Sufficient security to the King of England and the States 
Greneral for their dominions, and for the navigation and commerce of 
their subjects ; Srdly, To prevent the union of the crowns of France 
and Spain, and the possession of the Indies by the former. 

On this understanding the war began. It is very clearly 
put by Bolingbroke that Louis much over-estimated his 
own power when he thor^ht it equal to the preservation of 
the whole bequest he had received. And the consequence 
of this was that, as early as 1706, seeing his mistake, he 
sued the AlHes for peace, and was ready to have made peace 
in conformity with the ^hove articles. But now, in turn, 
the Allies fell into exactly the same mistake as had misled 
Louis. As he had thought himself strong enough to keep 
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his grasp of ihe whole Bpamsh monarchy, so now did they, 
elated by their extraordinary successes, betieve themselyes 
strong enough to conquer it. Bueh a design had formed 
no part of the original compact — which had been to dis- 
member, not to conquer, this great kingdom. It proved to 
be as impracticable as Louis's own design had been. It 
had become doubly impolitic, since the death of the Em- 
peror Leopold, in 1705, had left the Archduke Charles, the 
.Austrian candidate, heir presumptive to the empire. Yet 
for some reason or other, best known to themselves, Gfodol- 
phin and Marlborough fell in with this new scheme, which 
was not merely a departure from, but a contradiction of, 
the principles of the Grand Alliance ; and joined with the 
States General in demanding of Louis XIV. the surrender 
of the whole Spanish monarchy to the House of Austria. 
This is the ^ change of policy," which Bolingbroke so fre- 
quently refere to in his writings, and by which, as we have 
already seen, he justified his own change of conduct towards 
Godolphin and the- Duke. To cut a long story short, the 
mistake was repeated by the Allies in 1709, and again in 
1710, at the Conference in Gertruydenberg, when Louis 
went even still further in his offers of concession and com- 
pensation, stopping short, in fact, at nothing except the 
stipulstion that he himself should take part in the expul- 
sion of his grandson from Spain. 

The reader is now qualified to understand Boliagbroke's 
views in the autumn of 1711, when the Examiner had first 
been set afoot. We may sum them up briefly as follows : 
EQs primary position was that we had a right to retire from 
the contest when its original object was attained, provided 

i2 
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that we could do so without betraying our allies. The origi- 
nal object of the war, he argues, was not to prevent a union 
between Spain and France any more than between Spain and 
any other first-class power; and a prince who stood as near to 
the Austrian succession as Philip stood to the French would 
hare been an equally ineKgible candidate for the vacant 
throne. But the Archduke Charles, who, in 1702, was not 
in the direct line of succession at all, had, in 1705, become 
Heir Apparent, and, in 1711, actual Emperor, while Philip 
of Anjou remained exactly where he was. Where was the 
wisdom, then, of protracting the war to exclude Philip when 
the result would be to crown Charles ? Why effect a pre- 
sent junction between Spain and Austria to prevent only a 
contingent junction between Spain and France ? W&s not 
such a policy as this, so far from pursuing the original 
object of the war, to promote that very consunmiation which 
the war was undertaken to avert ? Adding to these argu- 
ments the securities which Louis was willing to give against 
the union of the two monarchies, Bolingbroke conceived that 
the case for peace was unanswerable. 

The only plea that has been put forward by the other 
side is this, that now we had an excellent opportunity of 
" humbling the power of France." This is a phrase that 
has been repeated ad nauseam by the enemies of the Treaty 
of Utrecht. But to say nothing of the fact that such was 
not the object of the war, a sufficient answer to it is that 
France was already humbled. She was so reduced and 
exhausted by the desperate exertions which she had made 
for ten years, that for the remainder of its existence the 
French monarchy was no more formidable to Europe. 
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Any further prosecution of the war, then, for such an object 
as this must haye had for its sole motiye the gratification 
of Austrian animosity, hoarded up for more than fifty years, 
and not the promotion of the general interests of Europe. 

It has also been objected to the Treaty, that Bolingbroke 
in 1713 made worse terms than were offered in 1710. The 
answer is a simple one : jn 1710 the war in Spain itself 
could not be said to be decided. The Austrian cause, in- 
deed, was daily losing ground ; but it still maintained some 
kind of footing there. But in 1713, the Spanish people 
had so umistakably declared for Philip that, except in one 
proyince only, the war had dwindled to a farce. Louis, 
therefore, was relieyed from one element of pressure ; Spain 
was no longer a leyer in the hands of the Allies. But as, 
in spite of this difference, all the objects of the Grand 
Alliance were attained by the Treaty of Utrecht ; and as 
the other conditions not insisted on by England had been 
framed rather with a yiew to mortify Louis than to serye 
the general cause, we cannot say, we think, that anything 
was really lost. Eyen had it been desirable to conquer the 
Spanish monarchy, this result, as Lord Macaulay points 
out, would probably haye been as remote as eyer, if the 
allies had marched yictorious into Paris. ' As it was not 
desirable, there is no need to discuss the subject. 

It is, therefore, we hold, undeniable that the Peace of 
Utrecht, yiewed merely as an end in itself, was thoroughly 
wise and statesmanlike. The means by which it was se- 
cured, on the part of England, are less capable of absolute 
vindication. By one article of the Grand Alliance, the 
Allies were bound not to make peace separately. The ques- 
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tion, then, is, whether anything had oceorred to absalye 
Queen Anne's Grovemment from the: observance of this con.- 
dition. Bolingbroke defended the violation of it by two 
distinct lines of argument. The first we have already seen : 
the allies had not adhered to the original object of the war : 
and engagements entered into npoa one understanding did 
not of necessity remain in force upon another. But the 
answer to this is, that England, having plunged into the en- 
larged enterprise, in eompaai7with the rest of the confederacy, 
and as vrillingly as any of them, had forfeited her right to 
appeal to the original contract in justification of her own 
secession; and that Bolingbroke himself, in 1710, in- 
structed his correspondent at Amsterdam " to assure every- 
body that credit will be supported, the war prosecuted, the 
confederacy improved, and the principle on which we en- 
gaged pursued as far as possible." Had England, in 1706^ 
continued the war under protest, or had Bolingbroke even, 
on his accession to office, given the Allies to understand 
exactly what they had to expect, the case would have been 
different. The death of the Emperor Joseph, in 1711, 
doubtless gave Bolingbroke, to some extent, new ground ; 
yet, having once engaged heartily in a war, of which the 
avowed object, however foolish, was the conquest of the 
whole Spanish monarchy, that circumstance by itself could 
not absolve him from his obligations. The second hue 
of argument is more cogent, though, we fear, we can- 
not hold it quite conclusive. It is, in fact, the argument 
of tu quoque; and as much validity as this argument ev^ 
does possess it possesses in the present instance. If the 
Queen had instructed the Duke of Ormond not to hazard a 
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battle in 1712, when a G(»ifeFeBce Tras already opened for 
disenssmg the terms of peace, the Dutch had forbidden the 
Duke of MsrlboKnigh to fight a battle in 1703, and again 
in 1705, when the war was at the hottest, and a yictory of 
the utmost oonseqtience. If the English Government had 
treated secretly with Louis, the Dutch and Austrians had 
intrigued secretly against England. In short, if England 
was accused of selfishly consulting her own interests, and 
of exposing her allies to rum by withdrawing her troops 
from Ihe scene of action, Bolingbroke could point to half a 
dozen instances ia which both Holland and Austria had 
acted still more selfishly, and with still less regard for the 
interests of England or each other. The Dutch, by a secret 
treaty with Austria, which was discoTsred in 1712, had 
been pwmitted to draw an inunense revenue from French 
and Spanish Flanders, in the ^ape of customs and other 
taxes. They fell greatly short of their stipulated contribu- 
tions to the common fimd, while the Queen had exceeded 
hers by twenty millions of money ; and they could not be 
induced to undertake any expedition against the Spanish 
possessions in America, whence a large supply of silver 
annually found its way to the enemy. The Austrians, on 
their part, had come to some agreement with France, not 
certainly with Queen Anne's assent, by which, in 1707, the 
French troops evacuated Lombardy, and immediately became 
available for the reinforcement of the Duke of Berwick in 
Spain, where they shortly afterwards helped to destroy the 
Aritish army at Almanza. In the same year they had 
spoiled what Boliugbroke considered the greatest enterprise 
of the war, by the recal of twelve thousand men at the most 
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critical moment, from before Toulon, the capture of which 
would have destroyed the naral power of France. Besides 
these proofs of loyalty and devotion, Austria, later in the 
war, at all events, never had a third of the men under arms 
which it was her duty to maintain ; and actually, after the 
death of Joseph, the Emperor Charles retired to his here- 
ditary dominions, and left the Allies to conquer a kingdom 
for him. Bolingbroke alleges also that both at the Treaty 
of Munster in 1648, and at Nimeguen in 1678, the Dutch 
themselves had set the example of deserting their allies, 
and that, consequently, they had no reason to complain 
when England deserted them. 

Both the strength and the weakness of this reasoning is 
very apparent. The conduct of the Dutch and Austrians 
may palliate, but cannot justify, the course which Boling- 
broke pursued. A policy of retaliation may be excusable 
but it is unworthy of a great country. But even if the se- 
paration from our allies was allowable — and the case is 
certainly a strong one — where was the necessity for de- 
ceiving them ? It is impossible, we think, to doubt that, 
while Bolingbroke was writing letters to Mr. Drunmiond, 
at Amsterdam, full of contingents and quotas, and new ex- 
peditions against the enemy, he was writing letters to De 
Torcy, at Paris, to pave the way for a pacification. It 
almost seemed as if he was anxious to give France an op- 
portunity of dealing with the Allies in detail ; and to enable 
her, by this device, to save as much as possible from the 
wreck. If England had notified to the Allies, in the autumn 
of 1711, that it was not her intention to enter upon another 
campaign, it is highly probable that, however much they 
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might have resented her secession, they wonld have seen 
the wisdom of submitting. But, provoked by what they 
fancied to be treachery, when the campaign had just opened 
with success ; and forgetting, of course, that they had ever 
done the same thing themselves, they were stung into pro- 
longing the war after England had become only a spectator; 
and France had the satisfaction of making peace with the 
confederates separately, instead of meeting the demands of 
a united phalanx. We cannot, we say, discover any ade- 
quate excuse for this conduct ; while the haste with which 
the treaty was hurried on — in order, apparently, to make 
sure of it — ^led Bolingbroke into an act of unjustifiable 
cruelty towards one small section of the alliance. The in- 
habitants of Catalonia were the only part of the Spanish 
nation who had stood by the Archduke Charles. They had 
fought stoutly to the last ; and now, when peiu^ was con- 
cluded, in spite of the previous assurances of protection 
which £]ngland had given them, they were abandoned to 
the vengeance of Philip. 

After all, however, we confess it seems to us that all 
these delinquencies on St. John's part would long ago have 
been condoned but for the one suspicion which has always 
hung around his conduct, and disabled his apologists on the 
threshold. The Treaty was a wise one, and the end would 
in time have been allowed to justify the means, as in state 
affairs it mostly does. But this was not all. Had he, or had 
he not, any covert motive for propitiating the King of 
France, or was he actuated exclusively by dislike of our Gter- 
man allies, and zeal for the interests of Great Britain ? On 
this point demonstration is impossible. But there are so many 
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straws- Triiich all blow in* aae Section, ^hat we oBrselves 
caonot donbt the existence- of sohib such springs of action. 
Queen Anne herself, and two-thirds of Hie conntrj gentle- 
men and clergy, were in feyenr of the Stuart dynasty, pro- 
vided only due securities could be ofotaihed for tiie Anglican 
Church. Bolingbroire saw in the succession of the Queen's 
brother his own best chance of continidng to rule this great 
empire. He may also, to do him justice, haye sincerely 
believed in the impolicy of mixing ourselves up with Dutch 
and Austrian interests, with all the obligations they in- 
volved. It seemed,, therefore, that a reversal of the Act of 
Settlement would be popular with the people, beneficial to 
himself, and conducive to the true interests of England. But 
a French alliance was almost a necessary port of this scheme, 
which might posably have involved us in a war with the 
German Powers, and would, at all events, have estranged 
those allies with whom we had acted since the Revolution. 
We are willing to believe Bolingbroke when he assures 
us that no great party was formed during the Queen's 
lifetime for the elevation of James to the throne of England. 
If there had been, the result could not have been pre- 
vented. But we cannot bring ourselves to doubt that 
Bolingbroke, Atterbury, and some others were secretly 
hoping for this issue, and working in the dark to promote 
it. It is remarkable, indeed, that in his account of this 
period, which is to be found in the letter to Sir W. Wynd- 
ham, Bolingbroke contradicts himself, or rather makes ad- 
missions in a way that leads directly to this conclusion. He 
divides parties into three— *he Whigs, the Tories, and the 
" Whimsicals "—counting himself among the Tories. Now^ 



BmaWGBWKE AS A STATBfiHAF. 128 

t^ Whimfificalsf wese Tories, whose Hffdrentia consisted in 
being Hanoyerina. Tke WhimsicalSy or Hanorerians, 
Bolingbroke himself o^n eaUs them. Bat if the one sec- 
tion of the Tories? was in favour of George the First, and 
if this preference was what distinguished them from the 
other, of whom or ©f what were these in favour ? The 
inference seems tolerably obvions. And the qnestion then 
arbes to what extent we are to regard snch sentiments as 
criminal if they ripenened mto a distinct purpose. 

To bar them at the outset, and to stamp them formally 
as treason, stood the Act of Settlement. But, as Mr. 
Macknight yery fairly says, if the young Prince had re- 
nounced the Church of Borne, " the iq)irit of the Act of 
Settlement might hare been set against Ihe latter." As 
long as the Protestant succession was preserved, what 
necessity was there (so it might have been urged) to insist 
on seeing it carried out in the House of Hanover? It 
would appear, too, from Bolingbroke's " Letters on His- 
toiy," that he considered the accession of Queen Elizabeth 
to the throne, although she had been declared illegitimate 
by an Act of Parliament, a precedent that might have been 
pleaded for the contravention of the Act of Settlement. 
However this may be, the Whigs obviously had the letter 
of the law on their side ; and as Bolingbroke*s schemes were 
unsucessful, we presume they must be called treasonable. 

It is this taint of Jacobitism which has set the poHtical 
world, as his scepticism has set the religious world, against 
Lord Bolingbroke. But while fully acknowledging the 
superiority of parliamentary government to such a system 
as the Stuarts would have attempted, and thankful as we 
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may feel that the design of restoring them miscarried, it 
is only fair to consider that before parliamentary govern- 
ment had fully developed itself, statesmen had not the 
same reason that we have for approving the Hanoverian 
succession. George I. was a party king, as much as 
James III. would have been ; and the Whigs feared for 
themselves imder the one exactly what the Tories experi- 
enced under the other— exclusion from power, proscription, 
exile, perhaps the block. Jacobitism, moreover, in the 
reign of Queen Anne was a widely different thing from 
what it was under her successor. Treason to an actual 
sovereign, and treason to only a contingent one can never 
be placed on an equality. In the reign of Anne a Stuart 
still sat upon the throne ; nor had the succession been as 
yet absolutely interrupted, Mary having been Queen Reg- 
nant as well as Queen Consort. To favour, under these 
circumstances, the title of the Queen's brother was evi- 
dently a much milder form of treason than to conspire 
against a new dynasty when firmly established on the 
throne. To prevent the succession of the Elector was a 
constitutional action compared with rebelling against the 
King. It is because people confound these two kinds of 
treason with each other that such deep injustice has been 
done to the memory of Lord Bolingbroke. Literally we 
may call him a traitor ; but we deny that he was one morally, 
while most assuredly his fault, by whatever name it may be 
called, was widely distant from what those persons suppose 
who confound it with that of Monmouth or Kilmarnock. 
With the death of Anne the great crash came. Boling- 
broke attributes all that followed to the timidity, vacillation, 
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and self-conceit of Lord Oxford. It is not, however, easy 
to determine in what way these defects operated, unless by 
retarding the action of the ministers in relation to the 
Act of Settlement. According to St. John's own story, 
Harley seems to have been willing enough that James 
should come if somebody else would introduce him ; but he 
was too fond of place to resign and give the part to Boling- 
broke. While St. John was pining at the delay, and curs- 
ing his former friend; while Swifb was boasting of the 
happy days that were to come when the Queen gave the 
staff to the Secretary, her Majesty unluckily died, and the 
Tories had nothing ready. The Whigs seized the oppor- 
tunity; George was peaceably proclwmed; and after a very 
little while Bolingbroke fled for his life. 

Bolingbroke's own amusing and sarcastic version of his 
engagement with the Chevalier is the best possible evidence 
of the Prince's unfitness to be king. A month's experi- 
ence of his character cured the noble exile of Jacobitism. 
A mixture of weakness, pomposity, and insincerity is pre- 
sented to us in this memorable story which can never be 
forgotten by its readers. The letter to Sir William Wynd- 
ham, Bolingbroke evidently intended as a final settlement 
of accounts between himself and his old associates. It is 
a formal renunciation of his allegiance to the House of 
Stuart: a minute explanation of his conduct from the 
death of Queen Anne to his retirement from James's ser- 
vice ; and, as between himself and "his party, is a complete 
vindication of his rectitude. It is in some respects his 
finest performance. In it he is perfectly fi*ank, natural, 
and easy : bitter and satirical, but never stilted or gran- 
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diofie. By jts being addressed to Sir Wilfiam Wyndham, 
we may presume that he shared the nriterls fifflihifm^ntBt 
but it mnst haye given deep offence to the remnBiits of the 
old Jacobites who had sat in Queen Anne^s last Parliament, 
and had expected, perhaps, to see BoHngbroke come bade 
in triumph with the King. All this was now oyer ; and 
ham the year 1716 to the day of his death, it does not 
appear that he ever, eyen for a moment, renewed his con- 
nexion with the Stuarts. Those who would care little for 
the liistorical part of the letter may still read it with interest 
for the curious glimpses it affords into the Pretender's and 
the Regent's mode of life, and of the flock of adventurers 
amd adventuresses which thronged Paris at the time. How 
the Duke of Ormond fled to Prance in such extremities that 
he was glad of half of BoKngbroke's bed : how State affairs 
irare transacted at a little house in the Bois de Boulogne, 
through the medium of MIsb Trant and Fanny Oglethorpe, 
English favourites of the Regent, and one, it would appear, 
of the Chevalier: how "care and hope sat on every busy 
Irish face:" and ** those who could write And read had 
letters to show, and those who had not arrived to this 
pitch of erudition had their secrets to whisper :" the re- 
verend Abbe de Tencin " who was associated in all 
the political business of the two ladies ;" " for I 
will not suppose," adds Bolingbroke, "that so pious a 
divine entered into any other secret:" the dirty Abb^ 
Bnganlt : the foolish aif d fanatical James : and the disso- 
hzte and cool-headed Regent : all these people and their 
doings are placed before us by a few bold strokes, in lines 
that will never fade : and handled wilfti a scorn and bitter- 



i 



i 



*.J^ 



BQLINOBROKE A6 A BT^OSfiMAV. 127 

mess whidi spea^ more clearly than a Inmdred set satires 
£{ the mortification, rage, and disappointment i^hich were 
preying on the writer's heart. 

Nobody, we fancy, now blames Lord'Bolingbroke for the 
particular step in question — that is, accepting service with 
the Cheyalier; nor is there any reason to Hnger oyer this 
episode in his life. We must hasten on to the last, and, in 
many respects, most suggestive epoch of his career, that, 
namely, in which, after his return to England, he became 
the leader of the new Tories out of doors, and aided in the 
management of the Craftsman^ with Pulteney and Shippen, 
as twenty years before he had worked the Examiner with 
Swift and Arbathnot. Bolingbroke's pardon was obtained 
in 1723, though he was still excluded from the House of 
Lords, and inihat year he returned to England with Jiis 
second wife, the Marchioness de YiUette, who possessed a 
large property near Fontainebleau. He purchased a small 
estate at Dawley, near Uxbridge, and not a great way from 
Twickenham, and here, in the enjoyment of his favourite 
country pleasures, the society of Pope, Peterborough, 
Wyndham, and the rest of that bnlfiant circle, he passed 
the next ten years of his life agreeably enough, if not con- 
tentedly. He found a vent for his spleen in the practice of 
political journalism, and it was during this period that many 
of his finest works were written, the '' Dissertation upon 
Parties," for instance, '^ Oldcastle's Remarks," and the 
articles and pamphlets which are now oollected together 
under the title of ^^ Political Tracts." It is to this period 
that those letters of Pope refer in which he describes him- 
self as dining wiih Lord Bolingbroke off beans and bacon 
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or a barn-door fowl : and also those famous verses comme- 
morating the social intercourse of such a company as the 
world has not often brought together : 

There my retreat the best companions grace ; 
Chiefs out of war, and statesmen oat of place : 
There St. John mingles with my friendly bowl 
The feast of reason and the flow of sonl : 
And he whose lightning pierced the Iberian lines, 
Now forms my quincunx, and now ranks my vines ; 
Or tames the genius of the stubborn plain, 
Almost as quickly as he conquered Spain. 

In 1735 Bolingbroke went abroad again for a few years, 
chiefly for the purpose of economising his means, as he had 
lived at greater expense, so said Swift, while he was at 
Dawley than even when he was Secretary of State. The 
" Letters on History" are dated from Chantelou, in Tourain, 
in the November of that year. On his return to England 
he resided chiefly at Battersea, resumed his old trade of 
pamphleteering, and till his death, in 1752, employed him- 
self in educating the young generation of Tories who used 
to congregate at Leicester House. Through this channel 
his political principles were instilled into the mind of 
George III., in whose celebrated declaration on ascending 
the throne, that he meant to rule without party, we at once 
recognised the teaching of " The Patriot King." 

The political writings which Bolingbroke composed be- 
tween the year 1723 and his death, constitute, in our opi- 
nion, his best title to fame. And yet it is curious that 
they are all based upon a theory which would have kept 
down England to the level of a third-rate power. This is 
a very remarkable circumstance and worthy of a little more 
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consideration than his biographers have hitherto bestowed 
on it. We cannot, then, conclude this article better than 
by an attempt to epitomise Bolingbroke^s political opinions, 
and account for the errors into which he fell with regard to 
the English constitution. 

Bolingbroke's " Essays upon the History of England," 
extending from the Norman conquest to the dissolution of 
Parliament in 1640, are generally allowed by those who 
are well acquainted with them, even though they differ 
from Bolingbroke in every article of his political creed, to 
be one of the most succinct and correct analyses of English 
constitutional history that our literature can furnish. As 
his works are now comparatively little read, few people are 
aware to what an extent subsequent writers are indebted to 
him, or how far he had anticipated views which have been 
received of late years as novelties. His remarks on the 
English succession in the cases of Henry YII. and James I. 
are substantially the same as Hallam's. In his account of 
the civil war, he is thoroughly abreast of the public opinion 
of the nineteenth century. Elsewhere, in his sketch of the 
foreign policy of Cromwell, and his estimate of the Peace 
of the Pyrenees, he displays broad and philosophic views 
of European politics. He it was who first pointed out that 
Cromwell, though a giant in action, was deficient in a 
knowledge of Continental affairs, and that the policy which 
has been so lauded for its glorification of the British flag, 
was in reality that which entailed upon Europe the weight 
of Louis XIV.'s domination. The great Englishman, 
thought Bolingbroke, did not rise superior to the traditional 
feeling of the day, which taught him to regard Spain as the 
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formidable power of the period, and for the soke of weaken*- 
ing this abready decrepit monarchy, he consented to aggran- 
dize one that was waiting but a- favonrable opportunity to 
emulate Charles Y. 

With these enlightened views of both English and Con- 
tinental history,, unwarped by prejudioey and unhampered 
by those extreme. opinions« which some of his party still 
professed, how is it that Bolingbroke, in his observations 
on contemporary events, has seldom exceeded the bounds of 
brilliant declamation? Men with not a. tithe. of his hisr- 
torical or constitutional information, with not a twentieth 
part of his genius and his energy, nevertheless threaded 
their way more successfully than he did through the great 
problem of the Revolution. Not, probably, that they could 
have explained to themselves any better than he did the 
law which underlay it : but they felt their way slowly and 
doubtftiUy, and so managed at last to work out the great 
change successfully which Bolingbroke to his dying-day 
never completely understood. The truth seems to be that 
while he had the true literary fondness for generalisation, 
his early life and traming had not equally used him to re- 
flection. As BuiiLe was the philosopher whom circum- 
stances carried into politics, so St. John was the politician 
whom circumstances threw back upon philosophy. In all 
his writings we detect that pliun common-sense, that de- 
ference to all obvious and fiuKdliar oonsiderations, which 
marks the mind aoeustomcd to business^ and the manage- 
ment of bodies of men ; but w« miss the searching insight, 
and the prophetic reach, wluch are uecessarf to the full ap- 
preciation of great political changes. Bolingbroke, accord- 
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ingly, collecting one or two great principles from our early 
English annals, and thoroughly sympathising with the 
spirit in which the best princes of the ancient regime had 
governed, chose to consider that under all circumstances 
the English Gk)vernment must be brought into accordance 
with those. The idea of Parliamentary Government, as it 
operated from 1700 to 1832, he never grasped. He still 
harped upon the image of a sovereign who should be power- 
ful or impotent, as he governed in accordance with, or in 
opposition to, the true interests of his people. He never 
seems to have seen that it was precisely the inconvenience 
resulting from such a system as this that the Revolution 
was intended to remove. For, after all, who was to deter- 
mine what was for the true interests of the people ? This 
difficulty apparently never struck Bolingbroke. It must 
obviously be somebody who had the power to enforce his 
theories, whether popular or otherwise, whether true or 
false. Li the days of the Tudors this power resided in the 
sovereign ; with the Revolution it was transferred to the 
aristocracy ; with the Reform Bill it was shared with the 
people. But this was exactly the change to which Boling- 
broke steadily shut his eyes. He had learned his political 
lesson before that change had been completed, and while its 
progress was still obscure ; and he refused to go to school 
again. All the phenomena of the age, too, conspired to 
favour his mistake and to heighten the contrast he was so 
fond of drawing between the England of the Guelphs and 
the England of the Tudors and Plantagenets. It was 
difficult to look at George the Second, and resist the force 
of Bolingbroke's appeal to Queen EUzabeth: to look at 
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Sir Kobert Walpole, the bad part of whose system lay upon 
the surface, while the good of it remained to be discovered, 
and not to sigh with Bolingbroke over the memory of 
Walsingham and Burleigh. It was difficult, after the 
Whig minister had been nearly twenty years in power, 
supported by organised corruption, to find a practical 
answer to the complaint that government, " by manage- 
ment," was as absolute, and might be made as irresponsible, 
as government by prerogative : and that, in Bolingbroke' s 
own words, " Hberty was being undermined for fear it should 
be overthrown." It would be difficult to do so even now, 
but for the one fact which changes the whole complexion 
of the case, that underneath the abuses of Walpole lay the 
germs of that system which made England the arbitress of 
Europe, while under the glories of Elizabeth lay the germs 
of that system which WeUed her for the time with the mo- 
narchies of Naples or Sardinia. In the reign of George the 
Second, moreover, the personal authority of the sovereign 
had undoubtedly sunk below that pointy at which the pubHc 
opinion of the day was willing to maintain it; and this 
fact, again, was calculated still further to mislead the pane- 
gyrist of the old regime. Personal hatred of Walpole 
gave reality and purpose to his visions ; his lively imagi- 
nation readily ministered to his passions ; and thus, on 
all this class of subjects he was betrayed into fanciful flights 
of eloquence, on which, were he now alive, he would be the 
last man to rest his reputation. 

But while so keen an intellect as Bolingbroke's was thus 
deceived, we are not to suppose that the men who were 
opposed to him were gifted with more foresight than him- 
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self. Their success was, to a great extent, the result of 
their ignorance. Had not the British constitution, the 
British character, and the British purse possessed vast recu- 
perative energies, our Uberties, our morals, and our credit 
must have staggered, if not have fallen, under the burden 
imposed on them by the Kevolution. Fortunately for us 
we were strong enough to bear strong remedies. During 
the process, those whose hands were full, and who had no 
leisure to think about it, were the best off. Such as were 
compelled to be idle and to look on at the experiment could 
not help perceiying the danger and shuddering at the spec- 
tacle. Bolingbroke would have fought manfully under the 
new banner if- he had once found himself in harness; but 
lolling on his haycocks at Dawley, and fretting at his 
forced inaction, he gave way to political speculations which 
partake of the nature of day-dreams. He believed himself 
a second Cicero in exile, and gratified his taste by a great 
deal of fine writing to prove that Walpole and his party 
were re-enacting the part of Augustus, who only exercised 
absolutism more readily through the mediiftn of a servile 
senate. But such language as this was not natural to the 
man. His brain was too strong, his intellect too mascu- 
line, not at once to have seen through the flimsiness of his 
own theories, had anything occurred to rouse him. As it 
was, though not durable, his representations were very 
damaging at the moment to the men he most wished to 
injure. In their composition there can be no doubt he 
took great delight. In " The Patriot King" it is difficult not 
to believe that his enthusiasm is often sincere, and that he 
believed in the possibility of realising the vision he had 
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Gonjnred up. Blato^s ideal State and Bolingbroke's ideal 
King. are in reality built upon one and the same hypo- 
thesis: that govenunent among men is to be framed 
directly on the model of the Divine government ; that the 
highest wisdom and goodness of which man is capable,. are 
to be found, if we know how to find them, united in either 
one or some very few persons ; that these are to be invested 
with absolute authority which mankind will always cheer- 
fully recognise ; and that then at length we shall have the 
realisation of the following picture : 

What, in truth, can be so lovely, what so venerable, as to contemplate 
a king on whom the eyes of a whole people are fixed, filled with ad- 
miration and glowing with affection, a king in the temper of whose 
government, like that of Nerva, things so seldom allied as empire and 
liberty are intimately mixed, co-exist together inseparably, and con- 
stitute one real essence? What spectacle can be presented to the view 
so rare, so nearly divine as a king possessed of absolute power, neither 
usurped by fraud nor maintained by force, but the genuine effect of 
esteem, of confidence, and affection, the free gift of Liberty, who finds 
her greatest security in this power, and would desire no other if the 
prince on the throne could be what his people wish bim to be — immortal ? 
Ot such, and o^ such a prince alone, it may be said with strict pro- 
priety and truth — 

" volentes 

Per populos dat jura, viamque affectat Olympo." 

Civil fury will have no place in this draught ; or if the monster is 
seen, he will be seen as Virgil describes him — 

" et centum vinctus ahenis 

Post tergum nodis, f remit horridus ore cruento." 

He must be seen, subdued, bound, chained, and deprived entirely of his 
power to do hurt. In his place concord will appear, brooding peace, 
prosperity on the happy land ; joy sitting in every face, content in 
every heart ; a people unoppressed, undisturbed, unalaimed ; busy to 
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improve Uieir priyate property and tlie public stock ; fleets covering the 
ocean, briogiog home wealth by the cetoms of industry; caizying 
assistance or terror abroad by the direction of wisdom, and asserting 
triumphantly the right and the honour of Great Britain, as far as winds 
can waft them. 

Set against this is the theory that the less we trust to 
individuals the better ; and that the best form of govern- 
ment is that which works the most like an automaton; 
which considers that governing men, the golden souls, are 
but few and far between ; and that of these few, at least a 
moiety do not use their strength for good ; that a complex 
government is, therefore, the one best adapted to the con- 
dition of humanity; and that truth and justice will be 
elicited rather by the collision of opposing forces than by the 
uniform action of one. Such was probably the opinion of 
Cicero. Such was certainly the opinion of that English 
statesman who most of all resembled Cicero — Edmund 
Burke. 

The style in which Bolingbroke commended these views 
to the world was accepted in his own day as the finest pro- 
duction of the English language. And after all the 
changes of taste which a hundred years have witnessed, it 
continues to command admiration. His fault is, that he is 
too diffuse, and too fluent. His Essays are dictated 
speeches. Few things that he has written would not be 
improved by condensation. But, on the other hand, his 
sentences by themselves are often exquisitely finished ; and 
his pages glitter with epigram. When he gives fall play 
to his powers of sarcasm he tears an antagonist to pieces, as 
if he were breaking him on the wheel. And he sometimes, 
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though rarely, rises to a strain of grave and earnest elo- 
quence, in which he is for the moment what he would have • 
had the world believe him always. As, however, it was the 1 
object of this essay to determine the position of Boling- 
broke, not in English literature, but in English politics, we 
cannot enlarge on this topic, or give quotations in support 
of our opinion. 
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WILLIAM PITT.* 

There are probably not many discoveries to be made 
concerning the subject of these volumes. Pitt was a Minister 
as far removed above the intrigues of conmion statesmen as 
above the intellects of conmion men. In private life he be- 
trayed none of those frailties which, however deplorable in 
a hero, make biography more interesting by widening the 
circle within which mysteries can be bred and public curio- 
sity be detained. Whether as a man or a minister, he stood 
out in singularly bold relief before the public eye. He had 
no secrets, either political or social. When he came into 
power, he came in because he was necessary to Gk)vemment> 
not because Government was necessary to him. In 1783 
he stood quite clear of the equivocal transaction between 
Lord Temple and the king, which ended in the discomfiture 
of the coalition. In 1804 he held himself aloof from all 
men, and did not return to his post till Addington had 

* The Life of the Right Hon. William Pitt By Earl Stanhope. 
Anthor of ** The Hiatoiy of England from the Peace of Utrecht.'* 
Yola. L and ii. London: Murray. 
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proved his own incompetence, and the public voice unani- 
mously called him to the helm. He had no wife, nor 
any liking for the wives of other men, and his observance 
of the seventh commandment was a standing subject of 
ridicule among the followers of Charles Pox. He stood 
out from among the place-hunters and pleasure-hunters of 
the age in upright and fearless isolation — a man who 
might be seen all round, and was utterly indifferent to any- 
thing which the closest inspection could discover. There 
has probably never been a Prime Minister of this country 
who answers so completely to the idea conveyed by the 
popular phrase of being " above-board." So that while 
continually new anecdotes are being dug up out of family 
papers relating to all the other leading statesmen of the 
last hundred years, about Pitt alone, in all that mass of 
politieal correspondence which has been given to the world 
since he died, have we: gleaned next to nothing that is 
new. We call attention to this circumstance in order 
that the general reader may know how to estimate the 
present volumes. A good Life of Mr. Pitt must be the 
most important political biography in the English language ; 
but we have no hesitation in saying that it will not be the 
most interesting. It must inevitably lack much of the 
pictnresqueness, and much also of the passion, which inte- 
rest the majority of readers ; and we wish them, therefore, 
to understand that this will not be the fault of Earl Stan- 
hope* 

The hitherto unpublished materials for a Life of Pitt, of 
which Lord Stanhope had the command, consist of Pitt's 
letters to his mother, which extend from his boyhood down 
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to' 1799 ; of Pitt's letters to Ms brother, Lord Chatham, 
which do not begin till 1794 ; and of Gteorge III.'s letters 
to Mr. Pitt. Many other yalnable sources of information 
. which the kindness of friends laid open to him, have been 
preyioxLsly examined, and their contenta given to the public 
in other shapes. JBut all alike seem to confirm the popular 
view of his character ; and to show that as he died of old 
age at forty-six, so he was a man of middle age at twenty- 
three. 

The old stories of his boyhood are all reproduced in Lord 
Stanhope's first few pages. When he was only seven years 
old he said he was glad that he was not the eldest son, as 
he wanted ^^ to speak in the House of Commons, like papa." 
Lady Holland's prediction, that ^' that little boy will be a 
thorn in Charles's side as long as he lives," is not omitted, 
but is accompanied by the caution that it is of dubious 
authenticity. Pitt's life, however, begins with his entry 
into the House of Commons. This took place on the 23rd 
of January, 1781, when he was twenty-one years and eight 
months old, and it was exactly twenty-five yjears from this 
very date when he died — i.e. on the 23rd of January, 1806. 
Within a year and a half from his entry into Parliament 
he was Chancellor of the Exchequer, and virtual leader of 
the House of Commons ; in less than three years he was 
Prime Minister ; and for the remainder of his natural life 
he was, with perhaps one exception, '^ the foremost man in 
.all this world." 

Pitt's minifiterial career divides itself naturally into two 
nearly equal stages — that is, from his first acceptance of 
the Treasury, in December, 1783, to the declaration of war 
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against France in February, 1793, and from the latter 
event to his resignation of office in 1801. His brief subse- 
quent tenure of the seals seems to be regarded by Lord 
Stanhope as a kind of supplement to his first ministry, and 
a period that should be treated by itself. The former of 
the above-mentioned stages is considered by many persons 
as the most truly glorious period of Pitt's long administra- 
tion. Two very high authorities, and men of widely dif- 
ferent sentiments — ^namely, Mr. Disraeli and the late Lord 
Macaulay — coincide in this opinion ; though, as was to be 
expected, their conclusions are derived from exactly oppo- 
site points of view. Mr. Disraeli thinks that it was only 
during this period that Pitt was a genuine Tory. Lord 
Macaulay avows that during this period he was a better 
Whig than Charles Fox. These conflicting estimates form 
a curious illustration of what Mr. Pitt said himself — ^that 
he belonged to neither party. It has always seemed to 
us, however, that Lord Macaulay, and, as it would now 
appear, Pitt himself at his first entry into politics, con- 
founded measures with principles. Pitt's measures during 
the earlier years of his administration were as liberal 
as need be. But the principle of government which he 
embodied in his own person, and of which after a lapse 
of sixty years he is still the great representative, was 
the king's right to choose his own ministers. This is 
the essence of Toryism in its best sense. And the mi- 
nister who stood by this principle was a Tory, let his 
policy be what it might. On the other hand, the Whig 
principle of government is equally plain and intelligible 
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— that is, that the functions of the crown are ministerial 
rather than regulatiye, and that the only use of the 
sovereign is to carry out the policy of the aristocracy. 
These two opposing principles were quite clear, and consti- 
tuted an easy test by which a man^s party could be deter- 
mined. But if we once come to the consideration of mea- 
sures, we shall find it very difficult to say what are Whig 
and what are Tory measures. Pittas measures were liberal 
in every sense of the word. Free-trade, Parliamentary 
Beform, the French aUiance, and relief to the Roman Ca- 
tholics were all his favourite ideas. But if these were 
characteristic of either of the two great parties, they were 
characteristic of the Tories. Free-trade was opposed in 
1785 by the manufacturers, and supported by the 
country gentlemen; and in 1845 it was opposed by the 
country gentlemen and supported by the manufacturers. 
If, therefore, free-trade is to be named after either 
of our two great parties, the Tories, who were the first 
to introduce it, are unquestionably its rightful god- 
fathers. Pitt, again was the first Prime Minister who 
broached the question of Reform ; the first Prime Minister 
who denounced the doctrine that France was our natural 
enemy; and the first Prime Minister who advocated the 
relief of the Roman Catholics. On the majority of these he 
was vehemently opposed by the Whigs. Yet we are to be told 
that during the first ten years of his administration he was 
acting upon Whig principles I Now we can perfectly well 
understand, if it could be shown that the Whigs and Tories 
had changed places for a while upon these particular sub- 
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jects, that Lord Macanlay's position was defensible. But 
the Whigs had never advocated any fragment, even, of the 
above-mentioned policy. The measures introduced by Pitt ■ 

were either wholly new, or else conceived in accordance 
with the traditions of Toryism. To coolly appropriate them 
to his own party, is one of the most audacious feats ever per- 
petrated by the great Whig champion ; and is not wholly 
unlike the assertion of certain IVench writers alluded to 
by Lord Stanhope, namely that, Wellington's Spanish vic- 
tories were chiefly due to BVench instruction. The fact, 
however, that the whole of this Liberal programme did 
subsequently pass into the hands of the Whig party, has 
tendered to obscure the real history of Liberalism; and , 

has alone made it possible that misstatements Hke those 4 

of Lord Macaulay should so long pass unquestioned. All 
however that we care to maintain is, that particular mea- 
sxires, though a very good means of distinguishing the 1 

Conservative from the Radical, afford no means at all of 
distinguishing the Tory from the Whig. In these days 
the latter distinction has almost ceased to be a real one. 
It has become a question of purely historical interest. 
But in Pitt's time it was the only distinction which existed. 
The principle it involved was desperately contested at in- 
tervals down even to the beginning of the Regency. Of 
Mr. Pitt* himself, as the leader of a great party, it formed 
the differentia. And when Fox refused to subscribe to his 
old rival's funeral, it was not because Pitt had been a BVee- 
trader- while Fox was a Protectionist; not becsuBe Pitt 

* C. F. "Essay on Party." 
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had waged war oil" French principles" while Fox had en- 
couraged them.; but because Pitt had all his life acted on 
a theory of goTemment which was hostile to the theory of 
Whiggism. This much we learn from the lately published 
diary of Lord Colchester. And it is manifestly impossible 
to understand the whole care^ of Pitt unless we come to it 
with a full comprehension of that which was its leading cha- 
racteristic. 

We have said that Mr. Pitt himself seemed a little uncer- 
tain upon this point at his first entxj into Parliament. He 
entered the House of Ck)inmona aa a member of that small 
party of which . Lord Shelbume was the leader, and the 
memory of Lord . Chatham the inspiring spirit. Lord 
Chatham, however, was a Chathamite, and nothing else ; 
and he used the language sometimes of one party and 
sometimes of another, as suited the necessities of the 
moment. When Shelbume accepted office in 1782 with 
Pitt for his Chancellor of the Exchequer, he " defended 
the stand which he had made against the dictation of Fox 
and Cavendish, by Ids adherence to the maxims of one 
whom he called his master in politics, the late Earl of 
Chatham. 'That noble earl,' he said, 'always declared that 
the country ought not to be governed by any oligarchical 
party or family connexion, and that if it was to be so 
governed, the Constitution must of necessity expire.'" 
But Chatham had not always spoken thus. In 1763 he 
told Ceorge ITL that his Gk)vemment could not be carried 
on without the great families who had supported the 
Revolution Grovemmenti.. The younger Pitt accordingly 
had not in 1782 come to see the 6itaatiQn;of affairs quite as 
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clearly as he did afterwards. Whig associations hung 
about his boyhood ; and another circumstance which con- 
tributed to blind him for the moment was the part taken 
by the Tories in the American war. Lord Chatham 
had condemned this contest; and the third speech de- 
livered by his son to the House of Commons condemned 
it in a string of violent epithets which the father could 
never have exceeded. Consequently, when it became neces- 
sary for Shelbume to strengthen his Government by an 
alliance either with Lord North and the large party of 
Tories who still adhered to him, or with Fox and the re- 
gular old Whigs, Pitt was in favour of the latter. He saw 
in Lord North only the promoter of a war which he had 
called unnatural and diabolical. He did not see in him the 
representative of the liberty of the sovereign, which his 
father had pronounced .essential to the British Constitution. 
The magnitude of a particular disaster had overshadowed 
in his mind the importance of the general principle. The 
more experienced Shelbume was not deceived for a moment ; 
and pointed out to his youthful colleague that North was 
their natural ally. Lord North was himself of this opinion ; 
and when at length the Prime Minister had resolved to act 
firmly on a truth which he perceived so clearly, even though 
it cost him the secession of Mr. Pitt, Lord North replied, 
with some regret, that he could not meet Lord Shelbume 
now ; "it was too late." This was after he had been drawn, 
by the arts of Eden and Wedderbume, into the coalition 
with Fox. But we know from the Auckland Correspond- 
ence that his first and natural impulse was to unite his 
forces with Lord Shelbume. 
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That this difference of opinion with Lord Shelbume was 
one of the few mistakes which Pitt committed is, we think, 
mideniable. But he very soon retrieved his error; and 
acted with such consistency upon the principles avowed by 
Shelbume and deduced from the teaching of Lord Chatham, 
that Fox, the most generous of men, could not even for- 
give him in his grave. 

The chief events of Pitt's Administration, up to 1793, 
though he conducted this country to an extraordinary pitch 
of material prosperity, are not such as to interest the 
reader in detail. Li Lord Stanhope's pages he will find 
the history of the rival India Bills of Pitt and Fox ; of 
Pitt's financial reforms ; of his efforts at relaxing our own 
commercial code in favour of teland; of the Sinking 
Fund; of the French Commercial Treaty; and of the part 
which he played in the impeachment of Warren Hastings, 
in the French encroachments upon Holland, and the 
Russian encroachments upon Turkey,— described with sin- 
gular fairness and clearness, and in a pleasing unaffecting 
style. The great benefits conferred on this country by this 
wise and peaceful administration are now admitted by all 
parties. Lord Macaulay thought them so great that he 
felt obliged to claim them for Whiggism. Lord John Rus- 
sell has summed them up in almost the same words as 
Lord Stanhope ; and Lord Stanhope's own words we here 
extract : 

With the declaration of xf&r by France in February, 1798, or with 
the preparations for that war a few weeks before, the first and the 
peaceful part of Pitt's administration ends. It was a period of nine 
years — the most prosperous and happy, perhaps, that England ever 
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yet had known. I have related how the consummate financial skill of 
the young Prune Minister converted deficiency to surplus, and aug- 
mented the revenue while lessening the taxes. I have related how a 
firm and most resolute tone to foreign Powers — as to France in the 
case of Holland, and to Russia in the ease of Ockzakow — was found 
not inconsistent w ith the rapid expanmon of commerce, and the almost 
unexampled growth of credit at home. And let me add, that the 
benefit of these measures was by no means limited to the period thus 
described, since it was mainly the sap and strength imparted by them 
which enabled the nation to sustain and finally triumph over the perils 
of the conflict that ensued. 

It was in the affair of Ockzakow, however, that Pitt ex- 
perienced his ^rst check in foreign policy. He had de- 
manded of the Empress Catherine of Eussia, that she 
should restore that fortress to the Turks. The Empress 
refused : and Pitt, in concert with his allies, Prussia and 
Holland, was prepared to have recourse to arms. Orders 
were given to have a fleet, known at that time as ^* The 
Russian Armament," in readiness ; and a peremptory note 
was despatched to the Court of St. Petersburg. When, 
however, the King's message was communicated to the 
House of Commons, it met with a violent opposition, which 
gradually spread through the country ; and Pitt was driven 
to recede. But he had detected the state of public feeling 
so quickly, and acted upon it with so much promptitude, 
that he was able to prevent his last note from being deHvered 
at the Russian Court. The proper explanations were given 
to Russia and Holland, and the crisis was surmounted 
without joiy damage to the reputation of England, though 
not without a temporary blow to the popularity of Mr. Pitt. 
The Minister, however, had shown himself as great in 
defeat as in victory. The rapidity mth which he caught 
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the tone of public opinion, and the admirable self-control 
with which he at once acted upon it, proclaim the ruler of 
mankind no less than the great %ht of '83, or those Euro- 
pean combinationfi of which he was the animiiinTig spirit to 
the last day of his existence. 

It is these that we are now called on to examine with the 
second stage of Mr. Pitt's administration, commencing in 
1793. It is, says Lord Stanhope : 

Almost exclusively the second part of Pittas administration on 
which the more recent controversies turn. Two aocnsations of especial 
wei^t have been brought against it by Lord Macaulay. His short 
biography of Pitt, to which I have already more than once referred, 
seems to me, when taken as a whole, distinguished by candour and 
judgment as much as by eloquence and genius. But even from such 
a quarter grave imputatioBS are not to be in^idtly received. In the 
task which I have undertaken they ought to be frankly discussed. 
Therefore, though with all due deference, with all the respect that I 
owe to the memory both of a great historian and of a departed friend, 
I shall here insert some observations written in his lifetime, and de- 
signed to meet his own eye in reference to both his heads of charge. 

These two charges are, as our readers may remember, that 
in the repressiYe measures which Pitt exercised at home he 
WIS too TigoroBS, and that in those which he undertook 
abroad he was not vigorons enough. His " gagging bills'' 
and his alien bills, and his prosecutions were unjustifiably 
bmrsh. His military and diplomatic operations were un- 
justifiably remiss. The first of these charges istxmmiented 
on by Lord Stanhope in very general tetms but with per- 
fiectly good sense. The gist of his reply is that as rerolu- 
tions cannot ^^ be made with rose-water,** neither can they 
be put down with rose-water; and that when a tree of 
Hboty was planted, and a cry of ^^ no king'* nised, a reyo- 
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lution had yirtaally begun. But, in truth, this is just one 
of those charges that never can be answered, and ought 
therefore never to be made. If a man has a serious iUness 
from which he recovers after submitting to the usual reme- 
dies, it is always possible to tell him that he would have re- 
covered quite as soon without them, and that he is a great 
fool to have incurred such a heavy doctor's bill. The rival 
doctor can always give out that he would have cured him 
for half the money, and at much less inconvenience to the 
patient. If a man has a bad leg, and one surgeon cuts it 
off, another is sure to say he could have kept it on. Who 
is to confute him ? People will go on talking in this way 
to the end of time ; and the best plan is to let them alone. 
If a minister brings us safely through a perilous crisis 
without doing anything which the common sense of his 
contemporaries does not heartily accept, it is surely all we 
need ask of him. And that Mr. Pitt did. 

With regard to the second part of the charge, we may first 
of all consider whether Pitt was right in going to war at all ; 
and this question is disposed of by Fox's own subsequent ad- 
mission that he was. Whether he went to war with suflScient 
vigour or no is, perhaps, a more debateable point. But we 
have never understood what Lord Macaulay meant by say- 
ing that " he should have proclaimed a Holy War for reli- 
gion, morality, property; order, public law, and should 
have thus opposed to the Jacobins an energy equal to their 
own." Lord Stanhope seems to suppose he understands 
what Lord Macaulay meant, and he answers it as follows : 

Let it, however, be remembered to what the policy of Burke in its 
full extent would lead. Look to his " Thoughts on a Regicide Peace." 
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See how we might deduce from them the duty of making no terms 
with France unless the Bourbons were restored — of shunning as a pes- 
tilence such a pacification as we attempted at Lille and actually 
achieved at Amiens. Surely that is not the course which a philosophic 
historian of the nineteenth century, writing with a clear view of the 
succeeding events, is prepared to recommend. 

No doubt Pitt was extremely mortified at witnessing the 
premature arrest of that able and productive peace policy 
which he had pursued for the last ten years. It is possible 
that he doubted in 1793, as he had done in 1787, "whether 
anything could repay the disturbing that state of growing 
affluence and prosperity in which the country now is, and 
whether this is not increasing so fast as to make her equal 
to meet any force France could collect some years hence." 
That he shrunk from looking in the face a great twenty 
years' war was only natural and excusable ; and this dispo- 
sition may have imparted some little hesitation and even 
narrowness to his primary arrangements for the struggle. 
But that, when he had once become convinced of its neces- 
sity, he did not act with extraordinary energy and resolu- 
tion, is an assertion contradicted by the very admissions of 
his enemies, and is indignantly repudiated by Lord Stan- 
hope : 

If then it can be shown that Pitt as Prime Minister strove with 
unremitting toil by day and night for the success of that war in which 
he had reluctantly, but on a high sense of duty engaged — if in his 
plans he consulted the most skilful officers in his power — if in his 
diplomacy he laboured to build up new coalitions when the first had 
crumbled away — ^if for that object he poured forth subsidies with a 
liberal, nay, as his enemies alleged, a lavish hand — if he soaght to 
strike the enemy whenever or wherever any vulnerable point lay bare, 
on the northern frontier when in concert with the Austrian armies, on 
the southern coast when Toulon had risen, on the western coast when 
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« 

a dvil war broke out in La Vendee— it seems hard that, havhig etriTca 
so far aa a ciriliaa ooold stme for the soccesa of oui arms both bj 
land ODd sea, the rerersee on the former should be cast vpom. hie 
memoiy, whilst at the same time he is allowed no merit for onr 
trinmphs on the latter. 

To impute our military miscarriages in the early part of 
the war to Pitt is as puerile as to refuse him all credit for 
our naval successes is unjust. Whatever influence he exer- 
cised over the one, he exercised over the other too. If our 
generals had been as good as our admirals, our armies 
would have done as much as our fleets. Our successes 
must always depend to a great extent on the genius of our 
commanders. No ofi&cial energy at the Horse Guards or 
in Downing-street could have made the Duke of Cumber- 
land or the Duke of York a good general ; while no ofi&cial 
mismanagement could have prevented the successes of Wel- 
lington. Most of Wellington's greatest victories were gained 
when Mr. Perceval was Prime Minister. Yet not even Lord 
Macaulay would have said that if Perceval had been in 
Pitt's place the Duke of York could have preserved Hol- 
land, or that if he had been in Newcastle's place the 
Duke of Cumberland would have beaten Saxe. Our only 
great military success during Chatham's administration was 
the conquest of Canada ; and that was the result of one 
victory — an event that might happen under any admini- 
stration, and did happen raider Pitt's. The rest of our ac- 
quisitions under Chatham were the results of our naval 
superiority. But under Mr. Pitt we gained the six greatest 
naval victories this country has to boast of. And as for 
successes on the continent of Europe, if we had little to be 
proud of at the death of Pitt, we had as little on the re- 
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txrement of his father, the ooly victory in which we had 
taken any part being the battle of Minden, where the Eng- 
lish general wouldn^t fight. 

Our great glory during the Keyohitionary War is^ that 
we had sufficient stamina to undergo so severe a schooling; 
so that when the master-mind of Pitt no more controlled 
our councils, we had generals trained to go alone, whose 
vigour and capacity made up for the feebleness of the Home 
Government during the six years that followed his death. If 
from 1806 to 1812 we had had the same class of generals to 
serve us as we had from 1794 to the peace of Amiens, the 
honour and independence of this country would, indeed, have 
been in jeopardy. It was the genius of Htt that neutraltsed 
the incompetence of our officers. But under any minister 
of less vigour and popularity our early reverses might have 
given a stimulus to domestic treason, which, coupled with 
the additional encouragement thereby held out to an in- 
vader, might have led to the subversion of the monarchy, if 
not to the subjugation of the island. 

Mr. Pitt has been blamed for the resignation of 1801, 
under the mistaken idea that it was a mere ruse to enable 
him to get rid of the difficulty of making peace. As both 
Lord Macaulay, and Lord J. Bussell have renounced this 
theory, Lord Stanhope does not take the trouble to combat 
it at any length — contenting himself with the counter- 
assertion that it was the Eoman Catholic question and 
nothiug else which forced him to resign office. 

It has, indeed, been made quite clear by the lately pub- 
lished life of Lord Castlereagh that the Union was not 
carried by means of any pledge given to the Soman Ga- 
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tholics. But both Lord Stanhope and Sir Archibald AKson 
agree in saying that the Eomanists had a moral claim on 
Mr. Pitt, as it was chiefly owing to their neutrality that the 
measure finally became law. We know, moreover, that 
the simple fact of the Union having been passed did, in the 
judgment of Mr. Pitt and Lord Castlereagh, place the whole 
Catholic question upon a different footing. Before that 
event, in an Irish Parliament, emancipation would have given 
to the Roman Catholics absolute supremacy. Afterwards 
it could never conduct them to any but a very subordinate 
degree of Parliamentary influence. Under these circum- 
stances Mr. Pitt felt so strongly the propriety of proceed- 
ing with the measure that he resolved once more to face 
the opposition of the King. We must recollect, however, 
that he had many reasons for believing that his Majesty • 

would not prove inexorable. He had been obstinate against 
the dismissal of Lord Thurlow — against the recal of the 
Duke of York from Flanders — against the negotiations for 
peace with France. On all these points " he had shown 
not only aversion but anguish of mind." Yet on all these 
points he had given way in the face of an imperative neces- 
sity. Why should he not do the same in this case ? And -j 
in fact it seems by no means improbable that he would •] 
have done so, but for the treacherous behaviour of one man, , 
whom the King himself afterwards described as the greatest > 
knave in his dominions. 

Li the year 1795, Lord Loughborough, who was then 
very anxious to ingratiate himself with the King, had 
given him a written opinion* to the effect that Roman Ca- 

♦ Composed, it would appear, by Lord Clare. — AwHdand Diary. 
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iholic Emancipation might be held by implication to violate 
the coronation oath. This opinion he carefollj concealed 
from his coUeagaes, not only at that time, but for many 
years afterwards. The paper, however, was preserved, and 
is to be seen in Lord GampbelFs ^^ Lives." In the autmnn 
of the year 1800, Lord Loughborough and the King were 
both staying together at Weymouth, while Pitt, Castle- 
reagh, and Lord Grenville were daily meeting in council on 
the subject of the Eoman Catholic claims. On the 25th 
of September Pitt wrote to the Lord Chancellor, who the 
year before had acquiesced in the proposed measure, ap- 
prising him of the stage which their discussions had then 
reached, and begging him to return to town. In confor- 
miiy with the usual practice Pitt did not intend to submit 
his project to the King till it had been considered in turn 
by all the members of the Cabinet, and could fairly be de- 
scribed as the result of their joint deliberations. Nobody 
could have understood this practice better than Lord Lough- 
borough. But even had he not known it, he knew this — 
that Pitt and not himself was the proper person to com- 
municate the project to the King. But here, unluckily, was 
an opportunity not to be lost. He was alone with the King, 
and he showed him Mr. Pitt's letter, which raised, we are 
told, " gre&i anxiety and displeasure in the royal breast." 
On this occasion there is very little doubt that he repeated 
the opinion which he had delivered in 1795 ; and, having 
thus prepared the King's mind for an obstinate resistance, 
he set out to London to join his unsuspecting colleagues. 
Not a syllable of his conmiunications with the King did he 
breathe to them. But, g^atly to their surprise, who re- 
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membered his preYions aoqmescenoe, he now declared that 
he woidd never give his assent to the admission of the Eo- 
manists to Parliament. The Cabinet broke up in conse- 
quence of this declaration. The subject was adjourned for 
three months ; and intelligence was transmitted to Ireland 
that unforeseen difficulties had arisen. Meantime the Chan- 
ceUor was not allowing the grass to grow under his feet. 
He instigated his coadjutor, Lord Auckland, to persuade 
his brother-in-law, the Archbishop of Canterbury, to write 
to the Eling upon the subject. And before the meeting of 
Parliament he transmitted another paper to the Eong, urg- 
ing all the usual objections to the measure with all the 
force and ability for which he was distinguished. ^^ 8ome 
men," says Lord Stanhope, with quiet sarcasm, ^'may 
ascribe to him, if they think fit, a deTOnt and irrepressible 
zeal for Protestant ascendancy : others may believe that he 
was secretly aiming at the highest object of political ambi- 
tion, and designing to make himself Prime Minister on the 
ruins of Mr. Pitt, and with the aid of soii^e deputy in the 
House of Commons." The result, however, is well known. 
The King remained inexorable. Pitt ceased to reign at the 
Treasury, and Mr. Addington was promoted to his place. 
But what became of Lord Loughborough ? By a rare in- 
stance of poetical justice he fell never to rise again. So 
far from getting the Treasury, he was obliged to abdicate 
the Woolsack. And in spite of numerous attempts to in- 
gratiate himself witli every party in the State, and a delusion 
in which he long hugged himself that he was a prime fa- 
vourite at Windsor, the sun of office never shone on him 
again. 
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Afi for Mr. Pitt, he doubtless belieyed that his reag- 
notioii was necessary, both to proye his own sincerity and 
to snbdue the obduracy of the King. He did not then know 
that the natural ayersion of his Majesiy had been still 
further excited by the religious exhortations of the Chan- 
cellor. As it tumed out, the King was so agitated by the 
distress and anxiety which he underwent at this period that 
hiB mind again became disordered ; and it was in conse- 
quence of obserying the strength of his Majesty^s feelings 
upon the subject that Mr. Pitt finally resolyed not to moot 
the question again during the King^s lifetime. The mischief, 
howeyer, now was done. Pitt was out of office. And 
alihough the only one obstacle to a good understanding 
between himself and his master was remoyed, it was not so 
easy to get in again. Pitt and Addington were old and 
intimate friends. Pitt was not base enough to turn him 
out; nor had Addington ihat yery rare degree of magna^ 
nimity which would haye induced him to resign spontane- 
ously. The opposition made a great show of supporting 
Addington by way of expressing their contempt for the 
administration of Mr. Pitt. And the King himself was 
neyer weary of expressing his esteem and affection for his 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Finally the new Minister 
had a considerable Parliamentary majority, which made up 
in anti-Caiholic zeal for what it wanted in numerical 
strength. Thus we see that if Pitt had been really anxious 
to eject Mr. Addington from office, by any means short of 
coalescing with the Whigs, he would haye found it no easy 
task. That he was not anxious so to do is the conyiction 
of Lord Stanhope ; as it certainly is our own too. But as 
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time went on, and Pitt could not fail to see that Addington 
was unequal to his place, while the whole country was de- 
manding his own return to power, he naturally began to 
consider by what means it might be possible. And then it 
was that the difficulties of his position first began to make 
themselves fiiUy manifest. Addington saw that Pitt's return 
to office was inevitable. But he didn't like the notion of 
his coming in over his own head. He was afraid it would 
be said that he was a catspaw. Pitt, however, for reasons 
which seem to us unanswerable, would only come in as 
Prime Minister. Addington, again, would have nothing to 
say to Lord Grenville or Mr. Windham ; and Pitt would 
not return without them. The minister tried in the first 
place to bring in Mr. Pitt as a co-partner. Pitt treated the 
bare notion with contempt. Dundas was sent down to 
Walmer to explain the scheme to him, which was that Pitt 
and Addington should be joint Secretaries of State, imder 
a nominal chief. Dundas, who knew his man well, waited 
till the second bottle of port before he approached the sub- 
ject. But he saw at once that Pitt was impervious to such 
an overture, and stopped abruptly. "Eeally," said Mr. 
Pitt afterwards, " I hadn't the curiosity to ask what 1 was 
to be." The second envoy was Mr. Long. He was em- 
powered to state that Addington would waive the premier- 
ship, and to propose a meeting between the two statesmen 
at Bromley-hill, his own seat in Kent. Pitt consented to 
the meeting, and Mr. Long had the highest hopes of its 
results. But as he was getting into his chaise the next 
morning at the gate of Walmer Castle, another carriage 
drove up, the occupant of which was Lord Grenville. 
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Long's hopes were now converted into fears — ^nor, as the 
issue showed, without reason. Pitt and Addington met 
upon the 10th of April. Addington expressly excluded 
Lord Grenville, Lord Spencer, and Mr. Windham from any 
new arrangement. Pitt declined the responsibility of 
forming any ministry without them. On this point the 
negotiations were broken off. And from this time it would 
appear as if Pitt felt himself absolved from the conditional 
promise of support which he had originally given to Mr. 
Addington. 

Different opinions have beetf entertained with regard to 
the chief actors in this drama. Lord Colchester says that 
Pitt's conduct was condemned by various influential persons, 
whose names he gives. But Lord Stanhope says he can 
find no traces of such a feeling in any of their private 
letters. The Duke of York said that both parties were in 
the wrong. Lord Stanhope says, and we think with more 
justice, that both parties were in the right. Addington 
could not be expected to associate with men who had been 
not only opposing but reviling him for the last two years. 
Pitt might fairly claim the right of bringing in his old 
colleagues, whose abilities had contributed so much to the 
splendour of his first administration. This, perhaps, is the 
fairest way of looldng at the question. But were we obliged 
to choose between them, we should say that Addington 
was the more completely blameless of the two. In con- 
senting to serve under Mr. Pitt, he had done all that honour 
or patriotism could require. But Pitt himself, in submit- 
ting to the dictation of Lord Grenville, was, as Lord Stan- 
hope reminds us, repeating the mistake of his father in 
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1765, when he allowed Lord Grenville's uncle to prevent 
hfm from a nnion with the Eockmghams. And the parallel 
may be pushed farther. For as Temple stood aloof from 
Chatham in 1766, in spite of the deference shown him in 
the previous year, so did Grenville stand aloof from Pitt in 
1804, in spite of the loyalty he had experienced from him 
in 1803. 

These negotiations took place in March and April, 1803. 
And after the Easter recess, Mr. Pitt resumed his place in 
Parliament as an independent member. The exact spot on 
which he sat during this period was long pointed out by 
ancient members of the House with reverential awe. It 
was on the right hand of the chair, in the third row from 
the floor, and in the angle next one of the iron pillars. At 
this time (May, 1803) Pitt had been a long while absent 
from Parliament, and when it was known that he was going 
to speak, on the 23rd, upon the King's Message to Parlia- 
liament, announcang a fresh rupture with Prance, the ex- 
citement of the House of Commons was wound up to the 
highest pitch. There had been a general election in t^e 
previous year, and the House contained nearly two hundred 
new members who had never heard him speak. As he 
walked up to his place on that memorable day, with his 
usual cahn and imperial demeanour, loud cries of ^ Mr. 
Pitt !" interrupted the speech of Lord Hawkesbury, who 
with difficulty regained a hearing. Erskine and Whitbread 
followed ; and then Mr. Pitt rose. The speech he delivered 
on this occasion is ranked by Lord Stanhope as iiie third 
among his greatest efforts. Mr. Ward, the father of the 
present Lord Dudley, described it to his tutor at Oxford 
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(Dr. Copleston) as not tbe best of Mr. Pitt*fl to which he 
had listened. But circumstances oombmed to lend it a pe- 
culiar interest ; and its immediate effects were unparalleled. 
The applause was renewed three times after he sat down, 
^^ in the longest, most eager, and most enthusiastic burste** 
which Mr. Ward had ever heard in any place on any oc- 
casion. And Mr. Adams, afterwards Pitt's priyate secre- 
tary, quoted to a Mend who sat by him, while the orator 
was speaking, the lines in which ILnner describes the retnm 
of Achilles, and the eager admiration whidi he excited 
among the assembled warriors : 

Studions to tee that tenor of the plain, 
Long lost to battle, Bhine in aims again. 

Fox's reply on the following night was generally considered 
to be his masterpiece, and to be, on the whole, superior 
to Pitt. 

We must pass over the earlier eyents of the ensuing 
session, which commenced on the 22nd of November, and 
hasten on to the circumstances which immediately preceded 
Mr. Pitt's return to power. Mr. Rtt had all along de- 
clared that he would give no hostile vote for the express 
purpose of turning out the ministry ; but that no fear of 
the imputation of motives should debar him ^m opposing 
measures which he considered either wrong or inadequate. 
Acting in this spirit, he felt it his duty in 1804, to oppose 
eertain measures connected with the national defences. Gk>- 
vermnent, on one of these, had a majority as low as 21 ; at 
another time they had only 37. In those days such majo- 
rities were thought tantamount to defeat ; and Addington 
determined to resign. The King then, through Lord Eldon, 
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opened communications with Pitt, whom he had not seen 
for three years, and arrangements were at once commenced 
for the formation of a new ministry. But here arose the 
old obstacles. The King would not admit Fox. And Lord 
Grenville, forgetful of Pitt's behaviour to himself the year 
before, refused to join without Fox. Innumerable attempts 
were made to accommodate matters. Fox very generously 
waived his own claims ; but Lord Grenville, with that mix- 
ture of pride, perverseness, and egotism which was pecu- 
liar to his family, refused to abandon his position, and Pitt 
formed a ministry without him. Here, as on the Catholic 
question, Pitt's conduct has been variously construed. Pitt, 
say one party, ought never to have proposed Fox. Pitt, 
says Lord Macaulay, ought to have forced the King to take 
Fox. The arguments by which Lord Stanhope combats 
these positions are sound and sensible. With regard to 
the first point, he says, and says truly, that in the face of 
great national dangen coalitions may be permitted which 
are not allowable at other times. With regard to the se- 
cond, he urges that it is very doubtful if Pitt could have 
forced the King. He had Addington to fall back upon 
still. Addington still had a majority ; and that majority 
would have been strengthened by the failure of Pitt to form 
a ministry.* Those who quote the success of Lord Gren- 
ville two years afterwards in forcing Fox upon the King, 
forget that at this period his Majesty had no one to fall 



* See on this point the very interesting letters of Dean Milman to 
the late Sir 6. Lewis, published in his "Administrations of Great 
Britain, from 1783 to 1880," from which it appears that Addington's 
Parliamentary strength was much greater than has commonly been 
snppofled. 
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back upon. Pitt was dead. Addington was in the Upper 
House. And the party, by their own confession, was for 
the time completely broken up. But, strong as these rea- 
sons are. Lord Stanhope has, in our judgment, overlooked 
one aspect of the case more important than them all. Pitt 
was a Tory. But he was a Tory of the Bolingbroke school. 
His Toryism did not consist in opposing the claims of the 
Roman Catholics, in resisting the Reform of Parliament, or 
in any exaggerated horror of " French principles;" on all 
these points his views were as liberal as need be. But 
the one cardinal doctrine which removed him further from 
the Whigs than any difference of opinion on this or that 
policy could have done, was the right of the sovereign 
to choose his own ministers. This, as we have before 
remarked, was the very essence, both the starting point 
and final cause of Pitt's Toryism. Upon this principle 
he had come into power in '83 ; for his support of this 
principle he had been, beyond any former minister, fa- 
voured with the confidence of the Eong ; and now to have 
turned round in 1804, and have coerced the King's inclina- 
tions as it had been the practice to coerce them during the 
first twenty years of his reign, would have been to aposta- 
tise from his creed, to betray his sovereign, and to give the 
lie to his whole career. It would have been to abandon the 
very prize which he had wrested from the Whigs in '83 ; to 
have replaced George III. in those fetters from which he 
had been the chosen instrument to deliver him ; and to have 
confessed that the great battle which crowned him with 
imperishable laurels had been fought for nothing I Lord 
Macaulay says Pitt should have been ^' resolute." That is 
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to say, he should have be^i a Whig and not a Tory. He 
should have been a Hardwicke, a Bedford, or a Portland, 
and not William Pitt. 

The aboye is one of the yery few passages in Lord Ma- 
caulay*s political writings which betrays want of insight 
into the true character of a crisis. He had clearly for- 
gotten, while contemplating the more immediate points of 
difference between the Whigs and Tories of that day, the 
far deeper and more essential line of demarcation by which 
they were really divided — the iBea, in fact, of Pittite Toryism, 
which gave the party a distiuct locus standi in the state, 
apart from all questions of policy. 

Fox himself understood this very well. He had never 
forgiven Pitt for the rout and ruin of the Whigs during 
the famous "Mince-pie Administration." That political 
Waterloo, which doomed the Whigs to fifty years of exile, 
n&r&c ceased to rankle in the mind of the beaten generaL 
To the last he called Pitt a low dog, and a mean rascal. 
Fox himself was wise enough to know that a junction with 
Pitt under these circumstances was not much to be desired. 
And it is ridiculous to expect that Pitt should have been 
enthusiastic in favour of a man who regarded him, as he 
probably well knew, with such sentiments as these. Pitt, 
moreover, while unwilUng to let his own feelings stand in 
the way of a united administration, could not have failed to / 

see thai such a coalition as was then proposed contained * 

within itself all. the germs of dissolution. He, perhaps, 
with his keen political instincts, had come to understand a 
truth, which even now is but feebly appreciated among the 
great body of politicians — namely, that, whatever be the 
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real reason of it, coalitions dorCt work. We who live in 
1862, can point to the. only three coalitions which haye 
taken place within the last century as cogent proofs of this 
assertion. In 1783, in 1806, and in 1853, we had minis- 
tries ^^ of all the talents," of which all were shortlived and 
all ended in disgrace. Under these circumstances Pitt took 
the wiser course, and we quite agree with his biographer, 
that if he had lived, his enemies could not have turned him 
out. 

We need not linger over Pitt's last session of Parliament. 
Though still a powerful minister, he had ceased for a time 
to be omnipotent within those walls; and the cruellest 
proof of it was that he could not save his early friend. Lord 
Melville, from impeachment. The whole account of the 
gallaat fight which Pitt waged in behalf of his old colleague, 
is given with great spirit by Lord Stanhope ; and to him 
we must refer our readers, for our own space is nearly 
filled. The rest of the session of 1805 was distinguished 
by nothing v^y important. Addington, now Lord Sid- 
mouth, opposed Pitt with all his might. And in the House 
of Commons his majorities were not more than forty. But 
he knew, as in '83, that he had the country with him ; and 
with this consciousness his majorities were amply sufBcient. 
Pitt's last Parliament was prorogued on the 31st of July, 
and the minister went down to Walmer to superintend his 
gunboats and volunteers. 

He continued pretty well in health till the middle of the 
ensuing winter. On the 9th of November he dined at 
Guildhall, and made the last speech which he ever delivered 
in public. It was very short but very nmch to the purpose. 

h2 
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The Lord Mayor proposed his health as the saviour of 
Europe. " I return you many thanks for the honour you 
have done me," said Pitt, " but Europe is not to be saved 
by any single man. England has saved herself by her 
exertions, and will, I trust, save Europe by her example." 
The Duke of Wellington was present at this dinner, and 
said that nothing could be more perfect. 

Some time in December he had some " flying gout," and 
on his going down to Bath it settled into a regular fit. He 
was in this condition when he received intelligence of the 
battle of Austerlitz. Immediately the gout quitted his 
extremities and settled on a vital part. On the 8th of 
January, however, he set out from Bath to Putney ; but 
was so weak that the journey took him three days. From 
this time he lingered till the 23rd, though it was not till 
quite the last that all hope was given up. He attended 
seriously to the exhortations of the Bishop of Lincoln ; but 
declined to receive the sacrament on the score of his xm- 
worthiness. Prayer, he said, he had neglected so long, that 
he feared it could be of little use now. But he looked back 
with satisfaction on the " innocence of his life," and died 
with calmness and resignation. 

The common opinion of Pitt's private character, founded 
on the libels and caricatures of which a man so eminent 
must always be the subject, has. been greatly modified by 
the Memoirs of Lady Hester Stanhope, by Lord Wellesley, 
by Wilberforce, and finally by his latest biographer. Lord 
Stanhope. WraxalFs Portraiture of Pitt has been quite 
blotted out by these authorities. According to Sir Nathaniel, 
Pitt cared for nothing but politics, and buried himself at 
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Walmer Castle in 1801 gnawing his heart with vexation 
at the loss of power, indifferent to all country pleasures, 
and intent on nothing but how soonest to get back to 
Downing-street. What is the truth ? Pitt, it turns out, 
was of a most joyous disposition, delighting in literary re- 
creations, and passionately fond of hunting, shooting, and 
farming. He took a farm near Walmer, to which he and 
Lady Hester used often to resort for luncheon; and his 
niece was fond of narrating in after years, what hunches of 
bread-and-cheese and bread-and-butter she had seen him 
devour on these occasions. His own letters are ftill of rural 
and local topics ; they contain frequent mention of his par- 
tridge-shooting ; and show plainly that he took a deep in- 
terest in the inspection of his Cinque Port harbours and 
discipline of his Cinque Port Volunteers. 

To Lord Stanhope's general summary of Pitt's merits as 
a statesman we can add nothing. His financial and his 
military policy, which are the two points most frequently 
singled out for attack, are ably defended by his biographer, 
and will hereafter, we imagine, stand in need of little justi- 
fication. But it is not altogether upon these that we would 
stake the reputation of Pitt. We may admit that he was 
inferior to his father in these and other elements of states- 
manship, without at all dimming the true glory of his 
career. Chatham may have had a greater genius for war 5 
may have been a more commanding orator ; may, at one 
time, have hushed more completely the voice of opposition 
in Parliament. But he never for one moment attained 
to the moral grandeur of his son. He never bore on his 
shoulders one tithe of the responsibility of Pitt. Litestine 
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troubles, dTil ware, conspiracies,, and miitiiubes were wliolly 
unknown* toifaiixL 'He is a splendid figme in our annals : 
a more splendid ooe, possibly, than iii& son. But he never 
was, for he nerer had the chance of being, >1^e one man 
open whom, thraagh long years of danger from both foreign 
and domestic enemies, a nation Teposed.with confidoioe; 
whose removal from power was the si^gnal for general de- 
spair ; whose restoration rerived the pnblic spirit as sunrise 
renews the daylight; and whose death was lamented by the 
tears not only of personal friends and political supporters, 
but of thoustmds who had never seen. him, yet felt th^n- 
selves reduced to sudden helplessness by the loss of their 
tried protector. Bach a position as this no other man in 
English history has ever occupied; and this, which is 
wholly independent of particular measures or combinatiofiB, 
is FitVs title to immortality. 



EDMUND BUEKE.* 

About ten miles from the city of Oxford, and some two 
or three from the little town of Watlington, on a wide, 
level space but recently enclosed, and bounded by the rising 
slopes of the long Clhiltem Hills, stands a small and un- 
pretending column. But the stranger, should he inquire 
the name of the adjoining village, would at once recognise 
that he stood upon historic ground. The village is Ghal- 
grove, and within a few yards of that unimposing monu- 
ment Hampden received his mortal wound. This event is 
recorded on the stone in language of simple and touching 
dignity; but one sentence is, in our opinion, especially 
significant. " Here," we are told, " fell John Hampden, 
fighting for the free monarchy and ancient liberties of Eng- 
land." 

Whether it was really for these objects that Hampden 
died we care not now to inquire, but the words at least 
show for what the noblemen and gentlemen who erected 
this memorial believe that he ought to have died— our 

* History of the Life and Times of Edmmnd Burke. By Thomas 
Kacknigfat. VoU. L and iL London: Chapman and Hall. 
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ancient liberties and our free monarchy ! This we are to 
accept as the modern Whig construction of the resist- 
ance to King Charles I. What then, it may be proper to 
ask, was our free monarchy, and what were our ancient 
liberties ? If they are to be judged by the causes which 
produced the Civil War, an answer is not difficult. The 
liberties were freedom from arbitrary taxation and arbi- 
trary imprisonment ; the monarchy was one in which the 
sovereign was not the representative of a faction. The in- 
scription itself is too terse and well written for us to believe 
that its composers would have been guilty of a mere sound- 
ing piece of tautology ; and we may therefore fairly assume 
that the freedom of the subject did not, in the minds of 
eminent parliamentary leaders, exclude or seem inconsistent 
with the freedom of the sovereign. That such still con- 
tinues to be the theory of the Whig party we are entitled 
to presume from the opinion recently put forward by an 
eminent Whig statesman in his essay on Parliamentary 
Eeform. Earl Grey anticipates with gloom the hour when 
ministers shall be the servants of the House of Commons, 
and not the servants of the Crown. The spectacle of a 
government such as George II.*s, in which the King re- 
signed all his authority to the chief of a faction who ruled 
by the most questionable means, must have roused inde- 
pendent men to think seriously of the condition of the 
monarchy. Such men must have seen, by the middle of 
the last century, that if it was not to be destroyed, de- 
cisive measures must ere long be adopted to re-invest it 
with its lawful functions. 

With the accession of George III. an opportunity pre- 
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sented itself. Inveterate erils demand strong remedies. And 
we doubt if his government went a step farther than might 
fairly have been expected from the vices of the preceding 
reigns. The party called the " Bang's friends" were, after all, 
only imder one name what Lord Grey himself desiderates 
under another. The class of men whom he wishes to see 
introduced into Parliament might not inaptly be desig- 
nated as minister's "friends." Members chosen by no 
party and pledged only to support the minister would 
occupy virtually the same position as men pledged only to 
support the King. Both are equally subject to the indigna- 
tion of Parliament, since no man can plead the King's 
command in justification of his conduct. And though we 
cannot altogether approve of the " King's friends," we 
regard them as a necessity of the period — exceptional in- 
struments required by a peculiar crisis — an excusable prop 
to the royal authority while regaining its lawful strength. 

The loss of the American colonies during the first twenty 
years of George III.'s reign proves nothing against the 
system. It only, indeed, proves that our generals were 
incompetent. But even if it proved that ministers were 
wholly in the wrong, that is merely an imputation on their 
personal incapacity. That they should persevere in a 
particular policy against so small a minority in Parliament 
and with so general a support out of doors, does not prove 
that the King was a tyrant and that they were his tools : 
and should least of all be reprehended by those who have 
applauded Sir Robert Walpole for resisting the demands of 
a much more numerous opposition. If Walpole was right 
in resisting a large parliamentary minority with the people 
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against him^ Loid North vas doubly ri^t in resisting a small 
parliameiitaiy minority'^with^the peofde <m his own side. 

We have intended tliese remarks as a sort of com- 
mentary on that general Tiew of the period which Mr. 
Macknight seems to take by onr author. It is, indeed, 
true that the lapse of sixty years since any King of Eng- 
land had heea permitted to hare a will of his own, at all 
events in domestic pohtics, might well hare imparted to 
the early struggles of George III. the. air of unconstitu- 
tional innovations. It is impossible to lay down any rule 
with regard to the laigth of time which is required to bar 
the right of appeal to the letter of the constitution. We 
ourselves hold that the reTiyal of monarchical authority 
effected by George III. was justifiable in principle, and 
beneficial in its consequences. Burke and tbe Whigs had 
brought themselTes to think differently, and certainly this, 
if any, is a question on- which honest differences of opinion 
might well exist both then and now. 

We have now to consider a Kttle more in detail Burke's 
claims to the title of a statesman and an orator, and his 
relations mth his own party. And first on the subject 
of his American policy — ^for the measures of the Rocking- 
ham cabinet were virtually his — it is, to say the least 
of it, open to doubt whether Lord Chatham was not 
quite right in his reprobation of the Declaratory Act. 
That act, as our readers may • remember, was passed 
during the short Administration of Lord Eockingham 
in 1766. The gist of it was to affirm that the King 
and Parliament of this country possessed the indefea- 
sible right of taxing the British colonies. The Ministry 
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dad not intend to carry it into effect ; but it was thcrught 
that with tke repeal of the Stamp Aet, another of Lord 
Rockingham's measures, it was desirable to couple some 
express reservaticms of the imperial right. Now, it appears 
to us that this measure was likely to sink deeper into the 
minds of the Americans than even a vigorous enforcement 
of the obnoxious impost. Thoughtfol men would be alarmed 
by its very moderation. They would feel that it was not 
an emanation of passion or tyranny, but the calm assertion 
of a principle by hberal and patriotic statesmen, from which 
they would never be likely to recede, and which a fortiori 
would always be supported by the country. If not acted 
upon now it would always constitute an invincible prece- 
dent against them, and they would be far more likely to 
attribute its inactivity to want of preparation for enforcing 
it than to any sentiment of clemency towards themselves. 
They would thus be supplied with two distinct motives for 
a determined resistance— one the certainty that generations 
must now elapse before their immunity could be peacefully 
secured, the other the suspicion that the present moment 
was as favourable for a trial of arms as was ever likely to 
present itself. Nor was Burke's reply to his great an- 
tagonist of less dubious soundness than the expediency of 
the act itself. We cannot, said Lord Chatham, tax those 
wjio are not represented. Neither, said Burke, are nine- 
tenths of the British people represented. Now this is an 
argument which might pass muster in debate, but will 
hardly stand the test of reason. Quite a sufficient 
number of tax-payers are represented in this country to 
protect the oonmion interests. But we should rather say 
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that in Chatham's sense of the word the whole nation is 
represented, and that Burke's argument rests only on the 
dexterously equivocal use of a technical term. He replied 
to an opponent who used it of classes, by using it of num- 
bers — an application of the word he would have been the 
first to repudiate in his cooler moments. 

On the subject of Burke's oratory we cannot say that 
Mr. Macknight tires us, because he " goes on refining." 
All his hero's efforts are on an equally grand scale ; super- 
lative adjectives are applied to every speech in succession, 
and a better collection of English synonyms could be made 
out of these two volumes than almost any other work we 
know of equal bulk. He is never tired of insisting upon 
Burke's wit, which, he tells us. Dr. Johnson questioned. 
But, though it cannot be denied that Burke had great wit 
of a certain land (witness his famous pun upon Wilkes, 
not recorded by Mr. Macknight), we should doubt if it 
was of that sort which set the House of Commons in a 
roar. Certainly the specimens which Mr. Macknight has 
selected are not the most convincing in the world. On the 
other hand, he is too apt to depreciate Burke's opponents, of 
which the following passage is a specimen : 

Bat even on this night Burke, as usnal, had his foil. Wedderborne 
nndertook to defend Grenville, whom, in his opinion, the orator had 
nnjostly aspersed in the character he had given in the course of the 
speech. Some men, it seemed, said the Solicitor.Greneral, wishing to be 
very severe, were born for government, but Mr. Grenville had been, 
from what they had heard, particularly unfortunate. His mind had 
been contracted by the two circumstances of having been bred to a 
profession, and after he had completed his studies, of having been im- 
mediately immersed in the business of office. From the law he had 
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acquired some evil habits and prejudices unknown to those who were 
happily ignorant under what form of government they lived ; and from 
his initiation into office he had not had the advantages of entering into 
the fashionable dubs, but had acquired an early intimacy with the first 
men of the age. *' Such, sir," said the Solicitor-General, sneering, as he 
thought triumphantly, at Burke, "were the disqualifications under 
which Mr. Grenville was called forth to the first situations in Adminis- 
tration at a time when ancient prejudices were still respected, and before 
it was understood that parts were spoiled by application, that ignorance 
was preferable to knowledge, and that any lively man of imagination 
and fancy, without practice in office, and without experience, might 
start up at once a self-taught minister, and undertake the management 
of a great country in difficult times." This retort was considered very 
clever and happy. 

The reply, undoubtedly, was very happy. If nothing but 
Burke's parliamentary performances had come down to us, 
what would have been his reputation — if there had been no 
Thoughts on the Present Discontents, no Reflections on the 
French Revolution, no Bristol Letter, no Literary Club to 
listen to his conversation, no Johnson to attest his collo- 
quial eminence? Burke's nature, in fact, was a strange 
medley of the practical and the unpractical. Li conduct he 
was shrewd and business-like. His efforts to keep his 
Mends together were untiring, nor did he disdain any of 
those party stratagems which the custom of statesmen 
sanctions. But the moment he rose upon his legs, his 
practical talent became a slave to his buoyant intellect. 
The deep thinker could not force himself to contemplate 
only the division list. The political philosopher could not 
resist generalisations. His genius burst from its moorings, 
and, when he should have been battering a mud-fort, 
carried him half roimd the world on a voyage of discovery. 
Sometimes an occasion presented itself when this kind of 
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oratory was suitable. Then the effect which he prodticed 
was prodigious. But in the ordinary business of Parliament 
it was felt that coarser instruments were wanted. 

Burke's relation to the Bedford Whigs, after the death 
of Lord Rockingham, was not unlike that of Cicero to 
Pompey, to Brutus, and to Cato. In each case was a great 
party daiming to be the only lawful representative of the 
old popular patricians whose statesmanship had saved the 
Commonwealth ; who, in process of time, perhaps delibe- 
rately, and perhaps unconsciously, had accumulated in their 
own hands all those privileges which they had professed to 
confer upon the nation; who still identified themselves with 
the cause of the constitution, and their opponents with 
the cause of despotism ; and who called on all the ad- 
mirers of the ancient Roman policy to rally round its here- 
ditary defenders. In each case, too, was a young and en- 
thusiastic admirer of the good old cause, who by the sheer 
force of his genius had at once assumed a foremost place 
among the leading men of the day ; who boldly rebuked 
the corruption which reigned around him— and in doing so 
raised the secret dislike even of those whom he so ably 
supported. And in each case the result was analagous ; 
for while the Roman statesman paid for his patriotism with 
his life, the English one was spared only to witness the 
ruin of his professional hopes and the wreck of his political 
connexions. In Rome, however, public virtue was dead; 
in England it merely slept. But how like are the two 
figures, and how like even are all the accessories ! 

Mr. Burke's treatment by the Whigs has been a favourite 
theme of invBctive with their enemies. Yet the same dass 
of men who kept Burke down among the Whigs would 
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not improbably have tried to keep him down, among the 
Tories. Brrt they had not the same power; The strwigth 
of the Whig paarty lay in the great patrieiui magnates, of 
whom the country gentlemen were, and still are, notorionsly 
jealous. The Tory leaders, whether for good or for evil, 
hare always been dependent on the comitry gentlemen ; have 
been compelled to defer to their prejudices ; and to look for 
colleagues outside of that oligarchic circle whidi the bulk of 
their supporters do not love. Still the fact of Whig exclusive- 
ness remains ; and, no doubt, to some extent, the subject of 
this notice was its victim. There nwiy be some force in the 
reasons assigned by M. de Remusat for Burke^s exclusion 
from th-e Cabinet of 1782. He was accused of conducting 
the opposition with too much violenice. He neglected to 
consult or to concert measures with his colleagues, and he 
" acted under the dominion of thoughts formed by medi- 
tation and study." His oratory, refined by his literature, 
was '' more fitted to adorn a party than to serve it, and did 
not satisfy the daily exigencies of debate." " He troubled 
himself too little about the dispositions of his enemies or 
his friends ; he knew nothing of the maiiagement of men ; 
and it is fair to oonjecture that he neither ought to have 
been, nor wished to be, a minister." But for all that, we 
adhere to the opinions we have expressed elsewhere in these 
essays. Had Burke been better treated, he would have 
been more docile, tractable, and temperate. 

Burke's literary tone of mind was injurious to his poli- 
tical prospects, because it inevitably made him what men 
of action call crotchety. When this fatal sentence has once 
been pronounced upon any English statesman, farewell to 
his political advEnccment. Students and' thinkers may 
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know well enough that the epithet very frequently stands 
for nothing more than a dislike of expediency. But 
your practical man knows, what the student perhaps is 
incapable of appreciating, that the statesman whose busi- 
ness it is to act in concert with numbers, ought not to have 
a different rule of action from theirs. Now the reflective 
and collative habit of mind by which essentials are ab- 
stracted from accidents, and secondary differences. and re- 
semblances made light of, will never be readily imderstood 
by a popular assembly. These same secondary points are 
their watchwords, and they cannot get behind them. The 
man who does so may in reality be but placing their own 
opinions upon deeper and surer foundations. But the 
chances are a hundred to one they will not recognise his 
consanguinity. Burke's opposition was grounded on the 
purest and most primitive Whig principles — the love of 
constitutional monarchy. For what says M. de Remusat ? 
" The Bill of Rights had nothing of the aggressive and in- 
novating character which marks many of the declaratory 
acts of a revolution. Far from abolishing ancient privi- 
leges, it re-endowed them with fresh vigour." Fox, for- 
getful or careless of the true Whig theory, looked only to 
the accidents of the position, and acted as if resistance to 
Toryism was its cardinal element. This grand mistake led 
to the exclusion of his party from office for nearly half a 
century, but it made him their recognised and trusted 
leader; while Burke, who pointed reproachftdly to the 
principles of 1688, was denounced as a renegade, and' 
sneered at as pedantic and crotchety. 

It would be unfair perhaps to the Whigs not to admit . 
that Burke had in some measure brought this treatment 
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on himself. His behaviour during the North administra- 
tion was marked by some of the very same errors which 
afterwards misled Fox. As has been very well pointed out 
by a recent historian of the period,* Burke's celebrated 
picture of the king's friends is monstrously exaggerated and 
distorted. Here we must believe that he himself took an 
accident for an essential. Parliament, after all, was not 
made for the sake of party, but party for the sake of Par- 
liament. No doubt, as a rule, the existence of two large 
and well-defined parties among the representatives of the 
people supplies the best machinery for government; but 
still if Parliamentary government without party was pos- 
sible, it will hardly be denied that it would be preferable. 
Burke was afraid that the discouragement of party would 
give too much power to the crown, just as Bolingbroke had 
feared that the encouragement of party would give too much 
power to the minister. Both were equally mistaken. They 
saw not that a power was gradually springing up to make 
either consummation impossible. Yet Bolingbroke might 
have discerned the signs of the times in the resistance to 
Walpole's Excise Bill ; and Burke should have seen that 
the king's reassertion of prerogative was only respectable 
while it was supported by public opinion, and was powerless 
without its endorsement. This, however, Burke did not 
see ; he persisted in talking as if the language of the first 
Whigs was still applicable to public affairs, and though the 
first symptoms of the French Revolution apprised him of 
his error, he had given his party a Republican creed which 

* Mr. Massey. 
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they declined to abandon with him. The inyeetiyes against 
the power of the Crown contained in his earlier speeches 
had nourished a spirit which he now found it difficult to 
exorcise. His own remarks, too, upon party obligations, 
though expressing an important practical truth, unhappily 
turned out ill for him at that particular moment. Burke 
had almost taught that the first duty of a statesman was to 
stick to his party. If he did not mean this himself, his 
language was calculated to make many people suppose that 
he did mean it. " Party," said he, " is a body of men 
" united for promoting by their joint endeayours the national 
" interest upon some particular principle in which they are 
" all agreed. For my part, I find it impossible to conceiye 
" that any one believes in his own politics or thinks them of 
" any weight who refuses to adopt the means of haying them 
" reduced into practice. It is the business of the speculatiye 
" philosopher to mark the proper ends of goyemment. It is 
" th« business of the politician, who is the philosopher in 
'^ action, to find out proper means towards those ends, and to 
" employ them with effect. Therefore, eyery honourable con- 
" nexion will avow it is their first purpose to pursue every 
'< just method to put the men who hold these opinions into 
'^ such a condition as may enable them to carry their common 
" plans into execution with all the power and authority of 
'^ the state. As this power is attached to certain situations, 
" it is their duty to contend fw those situations. Without a 
" proscription of othera, they are bound to give to their own 
^' party the preference in all things, and by no means, for 
" private considerations, to accept any offers of power in which 
" the whole body is not included, nor to suffer themselves 
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'^to be led,, or controlled, or to be overbalanced, in office 
" or in oonnoil, by those who contradict the very fundamental 
" principles on which their party is formed, and even tiiose 

" npon which every fair connexion must stand When 

'^ people desert their connexions, the desertion is a manifest 
" fact^ upon which a direct simple issue lies, triable by plain 
" men. Whether a measure of government be right or wrong 
" is no matter of fact, but a mere affair of opinion, on which 
" men may, as they do, dispute and wrangle without end." 

It is easy to see that these opinions, committed to the 
press in 1770, might have been turned against Burke with 
fatal effect in 1790. It is quite true that as we look back 
upon the period we see plainly that Burke was only true to 
the traditional principles of his party. But in the excite- 
ment and confusion of the moment, when the tendency of 
things was still doubtful, we can readily understand that it 
might have been asked with some propriety why one man's 
interpretation of Whig principles was to override the whole 
body of the Whigs. It did so happen on this particular 
occasion that the one man was right. But it required all 
the strength of conviction with which he clung to his opi- 
nions to justify the violation of a maxim which twenty 
years before he had so vigorously enforced upon his col- 
leagues; and we cannot wonder that those to whom his 
" desertion was a manifest fact," and his convictions ^^ a 
mere affair of opinion," should not have regarded his 
conduct in the same light as posterity has done. It is to 
posterity that such men must look. Burke, it is true, gave 
an additional topic to his detractors by his acceptance of a 
pension ; but a later generation has viewed this circum- 

n2 



180 EDMUND BURKE. 

stance indulgently, nor on the whole has it been thought to 
have either diminished the splendour or soiled the purity 
of his famous and honourable career. 

Burke's change of party in the last ten years of his life 
is characteristically attributed by Mr. Buckle to mental de- 
rangement. There is a mixture of ingenuity and simpli- 
city about this solution of an embarrassing phenomenon 
that really commands our admiration. There is an old cir- 
cuit story of a counsel who was defending a prisoner from 
a charge of stealing a sack of potatoes. A witness alleged 
that the sack was contained in a certain cart which had 
passed him on the highroad. The case was so clear against 
the thief that his advocate was reduced to despair. At 
last a happy thought struck him. How many pigs, he 
asked of the witness aforesaid, were there in the cart? 
The witness stared in astonishment — ^he had seen no pigs. 
That was sufficient for the orator's purpose. How could 
the jury trust the narrative of a witness who had walked 
alongside a cart with several pigs in it, and had not seen 
one of them ? It was clear that the man was either a fool 
or a liar. It is needless to say that the fact of the pigs 
being in the cart at all was a pure assumption of the advo- 
cate ; but it so confounded the witness and so took the 
jury by surprise, that the ingenious gentleman was re- 
warded by the acquittal of the prisoner. Now, what the 
pigs were to the champion of the thief, that is Burke's 
madness to the champion of the French Revolution. Of 
any evidence to support this assumption, we make bold to 
say there is not one jot nor one tittle. We rather regret 
that Mr. Macknight has not deliberately taken up this 
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charge, and exposed the flimsy attempts at proof upon 
which it is defended. Mr. Bnckle grounds it entirely upon 
the violence of his writings after 1788, upon one descrip- 
tion given of him by Dr. Currie, and upon one letter which 
Burke wrote to Dr. Laurence. Now, as to the first argu- 
ment, that is a mere begging of the question. The mere 
violence of his writings was no proof of madness, if the 
object of that violence deserved it. That is the point to 
be proved. But if it be argued that the quality of the vio- 
lence be such as to prove the decay of Burke's powers, we 
point to other writings contemporaneous with his invectives 
against the French Revolution as incontestible evidence 
that his powers were then in their zenith. The "Appeal 
from the New to the Old Whigs," and the " Letter to a 
Noble Lord," are undoubtedly among the finest of all 
Burke's productions. Both were written after the outbreak 
of the French Revolution, and one even after the death of 
his son. The language of Dr. Currie is not such as to 
warrant the assertion that Burke was mad. Naturally of 
an irritable disposition, Burke had become soured by the 
unhappy issue of his political connexions ; while he viewed 
the conduct of the French with the agitation natural to 
age. These combined causes of perturbation might no 
doubt have communicated an abruptness to his manners 
and an occasional incoherence to his language which would 
surprise those who were not familiar with his character. But 
this is not madness. The accusation, indeed, scarcely re- 
quires any serious answer. But readers of the present volume 
will meet with numberless quotations from his correspon- 
dence and numberless examples of his conduct, even up to 
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the last few days of his life, which abundantly refute the 
calumny. Are these, for instance, the words of a mad- 
man ? Burke is speaking of Canning (1796), who had 
found some fault with Burke's strictures upon Pitt : 

Tell Mr. Canning that I am very much flattered in finding that a 
man of his genius and his virtue finds anything to tolerate in my 
feeble and belated endeavours to be useful, at a crisis of the world 
which calls for all the efforts of a rich miod like his, in the full vigour 
of all Ms mental and of all his bodily powers ; but I am soothed in 
seeing that I continue the object of his early partiality. If I have 
written with any personal asperity to Mr. Pitt, it was very unwise and 
very unbecoming, and, I am sure, very contrary to my intentions ; 
but having the misfortune of not being able to bring my mind up to 
the value of the measures that have been pursued, it was impossible that 
I should speak of them without the mOst marked concern, and without 
a strong feding of the ill effects which had resulted from the system 
which had been adopted, and is persevered in. Perhaps it were better 
I had never written at all — but I bad this to say, or nothing. 

Of Burke in private life there is no tradition which is 
not favourahle. He was at once affectionate and cheerM, 
humane, charitable, and virtuous. He was passionately 
attached to his wife and children. He was the warmest 
and most constant of friends, and the protector of those 
who had none. He loved the genial occupations of country 
life, and sustained well the character of a gentleman farmer. 
He would, doubtless, have been a far happier man had he 
never changed literature for politics, had Berkeley been his 
antagonist instead of North, and had he devoted that genius 
to establishing the existence of matter which was wasted in 
demolishing a minister. But England would have lost, we 
will not say her greatest political, but her greatest parlia- 
mentary philosopher ; while literature, perhaps, would have 
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gained notliin^ equal to some of his political traets and the 
" Beflections on the French Kevolntion." 

Burke at Beaoonsfield is a picture on which we haire 
always loved to dwell. He was, indeed, the fa€ier of his 
people in a better sense than Charles II. The agricultural 
labourers on his estate felt the effects of his benevolentse in 
improved cottages, Christmas charities, and that kind and 
solicitous smile with which he never failed to greet them 
when abroad upon his farm. Their families were doctored 
from his own medicine-chest; and a few old people still 
survive who took pills and potions from his hands. He 
was equally anxious for their amusement as for their com- 
fort. Not a band of strolling-players passed through Bea- 
consfield but received an invitation to the hall, and free 
permission given to exhibit their performances on his lawn, 
or in his great bam, according io the season and the nature 
of the entertainment. On these occasions Burke entered 
into all the details of the fun with the utmost enthusiasm 
— arranged costumes for his visitors from his own and 
Mrs. Burke's wardrobe, and once stole a pair of buckskins 
from a guest to deck the hero of the evening. The hila- 
rity and family affection of the Beaconsfield circle reminds 
us of another happy household, the centre of as brilliant 
a genius, and destined to as sad a close. In reading the 
pages of our author which relate to these domestic scenes, 
we might almost imagine that we had before us the vo- 
lumes of Mr. Lockhart. 

But few traces of the great statesman's residence are 
now remaining. The house was destroyed by fire many 
years ago. The garden has gone to waste ; the orchard 
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has been rooted up ; and the gates have been torn oflF their 
hinges. But the cattle still drink at the well which sup- 
plied Burke's household, and the farm -horses are still 
stabled in the stalls where Wyndham used to hang his 
bridle. The grove in which the owner of the house pos- 
sessed his favourite walk has not been cut down, though all 
vestiges of the path have disappeared. But the pilgrim 
may still stand under the trees which delighted Johnson, and 
imagine for himself the conversations to which they used to 
listen of Groldsmith and Reynolds, of Fox and Pitt, of the 
Reign of Terror, and the Queen of France. 

In London, Burke lived in a thoroughly unpretending 
. manner. He usually rented a small house for the season ; 
and latterly in Duke-street, St. James's. Here his enter- 
tainments were of the simplest description. His table was 
suppHed from his own farm, on which his four carriage- 
horses worked when their master was away, for Burke kept 
no carriage when in town. He never disguised the fact 
that his pecuniary resources were for a man in his position 
very limited. And it is greatly to his credit that, such 
being the case, he availed himself of none of those oppor- 
tunities of growing rich which were at that time open to 
any politician of his powers. He had from first to last about 
thirty thousand pounds from Lord Rockingham ; and he was 
twice, for very brief periods each time, Paymaster of the 
, Forces. But considering that he gave up a profession to 
devote himself to his political friends — and that this thirty 
thousand pounds covers a period of about thirty years 
during which Burke was obliged to live, we cannot think 
his emoluments were at all disproportioned to his services. 
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Of the merits of Burke's writings, Mr. Macknight says 

but little. A lengthened critique of them would be out of 

place on this occasion. But we may say that in our opinion 

it is not by those which are best known that Burke can be 

most fairly judged. The same fact is to be noticed of 

many other authors. Pope is best known by his " Homer," 

and his " Essay' upon Man." Bolingbroke by his " Patriot 

King." Johnson by the " Kambler" and the " Idler." 

But all three wrote far better things than any one of these. 

Burke's political essays, which are now comparatively little 

read, are, as specimens of vigorous English, superior to the 

Eeflections, which form his most popular production. His 

observations on Party, his Appeal, and his letters to the 

Duke of Bedford, show him in our opinion in a much 

higher light than his famous sketch of Marie Antoinette. 

Political writers of the present day would do well to study 

the style of these essays, which are forcible without being 

spasmodic, easy without being flippant, and pure without 

being formal. 
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The second Duke of Bnckingliain, who died in July last, 
Tfas described in the colranns of The Times as the head of 
that house, " which has given more statesmen to the nation 
than any oiiier in the land : First Lords of the Admiralty, 
First Lords of the Treasury, Chancellors of the Exchequer, 
Secretaries of State, without number." The history of 
such a family is part of the history of England ; and it so 
happens that a complete history of this family, from the 
time when it first began to take part in public affairs, 
exists in the series of publications which, emanatmg chiefly 
from the late Duke, record its relations with the Govern- 
ment of this country during four generations, and cover 
almost the space of a century and a quarter. " The Gren- 
ville Papers," edited by Mr. Smith, carry us back to the 
year 1742 ; and the " Court and Cabinets of William IV. 
and Queen Victoria," the last work of the late Duke, brings 
us down to the year 1858. Between these two we have 
memoirs of the reign of George III., of the Eegency, and 



* Private Diary of Richard, Duke of Buckingham and Chando6, 
K.6. 8 vols. Hurst and Blackett. 
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of the reign of George TV. ; iiie gap in which, created by 
the Buke's absence from England damig the two years im- 
mediately sneceediug the death of Mr. Oanning, is filled np 
by the yolames now before ns, which thus supply the last 
link in the history of this fsmons house. 

On the north-west border of the county of Buckingham, 
where the range of the Chiltems terminates in one or 
two detached eminences, the Yale of Aylesbury narrows 
itself into a tongae of land, between Brill Hill upon the 
south, and the Quainton Hills upon the north. South of 
Brill HiU, and stretching right up to the Tillage perched 
upon its summit, lay in former times the royal forest of 
Bemwood, of which some fragments yet remain clustered 
round the old tower of Boarstall. North-eastward of Brill 
the groimd dips abruptly into the narrowest part of the 
Vale of Aylesbury, and nestling close under this protecting 
eminence Kes the village of Wootton-under-Wood, or, more 
correctly speaking, under Bemwood. In this sheltered 
retreat the house of Grenville established itself at a very 
early period of our history. The manor of Wootton formed 
but a small portion of the vast possessions granted by 
William the Conqueror to Giffard, Earl of Buckingham. 
And one of his sub-feudatories, if the confased records of 
those early times can be relied on, was the founder of the 
house of Grenville. One Eichard de Grenville, or Gran- 
ville, is said to have come over with the Conqueror. A 
Sir Eustace de Grenville is said to have married Isabel, 
daughter of the second Earl of Buckingham, and to have 
received the manor of Wootton as her marriage portion. 
But though the means by which the family came into pos- 
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session of the estate are variously described, there seems 
to be no doubt that a Grenville was really seated at Woot- 
ton as early as the reign of King John, and that from him 
the present Duke of Buckingham is a descendant in the 
male line. The Grenvilles were a quiet race ; one dynasty 
of Buckinghams succeeded another: Giffards, Staffords, 
and Villierses, came and went, but the Grenvilles were still 
at Wootton. They were, and long continued to be, second- 
rate gentry ; wealthy and strong enough to take deep root 
in the soil, but not big enough to be ambitious. They 
present, in fact, the curious spectacle of a family planted 
on the same estate, and keeping up the male succession for 
six hundred years, without producing one great man. They 
never rose into the ranks of those great potentates who 
gave and took away crowns, and owned those vast domains 
of which our modem estates are but fragments. No Gren- 
ville appears in the list of sheriffs before the reign of 
Charles I. ; no Grenville represented his county in Parlia- 
ment before the reign of Charles II. During the usurpa- 
tion, a Grenville who had served under Cromwell attained 
to that honour ; but after that period they again relapsed 
into obscurity. They played for none of those great stakes 
which were so freely contested under the Plantagenets, 
the Tudors, and the Stuarts. The only enterprising man 
of the family seems to have been one Edward Grenville, 
who commanded the ship Swallow, under Sir Francis 
Drake, and died at Carthagena. But the Grenvilles were 
biding their time ; an era was approaching more adapted 
to their peculiar talents than the stormy periods of civil 
war aiid feudalism ; and by a fortunate alliance which they 
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contracted in the eighteenth century, they stepped at once 
into the position of a leading family in the country. 

Towards the close of the sixteenth century a member of 
the old Leicestershire family of Temple became possessed 
of the manor of Stowe, a property lying in the extreme 
north-west comer of Buckinghamshire, and closely border- 
ing on Northamptonshire. The Temples of Stowe at once 
became distinguished. They appear among the sheriffs and 
knights of the shire much earlier in the seventeenth century 
than the Grenvilles. Subsequently they produced the great 
Sir William Temple, whose younger brother was the an- 
cestor of the present Lord Palmerston. But the main 
stock was represented in the reign of William III. by Sir 
Eichard Temple of Stowe. His son entered the army, 
served with distinction under Marlborough, and was finally 
created Yisooimt Gobham; the same Cobham to whom 
Pope addressed his " Epistle upon the Characters of Men." 
The peerage had been given him with remainder to his 
sister Esther, who, at his decease in 1749, became Viscoun- 
tess Gobham. She was the wife of Richard Grenville, of 
Wootton ; and on her accession to her brother's honours, 
she was further created Countess Temple in her own right. 
By her husband, Richard Grenville, to whom she brought 
the Stowe estates, this lady had three children : the eldest, 
Richard, became Earl Temple; the second, George, was 
the Prime Minister who passed the Stamp Act ; the daugh- 
ter, Hester, became the wife of William Pitt, afterwards 
created Earl of Chatham. 

Temple, succeeding to the title in 1752, foimd himself 
master of one of the finest estates in Elngland, of con- 
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Biddable parliamentarj influence, and allied by marriage 
to the first statesman of the day. From this date the 
grandeur of the House of Grenyille takes its rise. Though 
the family professed Whig principles, it was not a member 
of the Great Eevolution confederacy ; and seems always to 
have been inspired by a certain jealousy of the Whig mag- 
nates, who regarded office as their birthright. To establish 
a position for themselyes, independent of this powerful 
connexion, and worthy of their own rank and influence, 
became now a paramount object with the House of Gren- 
yille. By the aid of their illustrious relative, and their 
own unquestionable capacity, they effected this object for a 
time ; and when the curtain draws up on the accession of 
George III., we find the representatives of Whig princi- 
ples divided into three bodies, of which the Grenvilles were 
by no means the least powerfdl. 

Of these three, the oldest and the strongest consisted of 
a certain number of great families, who acknowledged the 
Duke of Newcastle as their head. The Cavendishes, the 
Seymours, the Lennoxes, the Bentincks, the Mannerses, 
the Conways, and the Wentworths, were the leading men 
of liiis connexion. A second party belonged to the Duke 
of Bedford, whose proper place, indeed, was in the ranks 
above mentioned, but who had been misled, by personal 
ambition and the flattery of parasites, into forming a con- 
nexion of his own. This was the weakest of the iiiree, 
and the unprincipled character of its chief component 
members had drawn upon it the well-known sobriquet of 
" The Bloomsbury Gang." The third connexion was the 
Grenvilles. It was the existence of these divisions among 
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the Whig partj, on hia accession to the throne, which 
enabled George UL efifeetuallj to resuscitate Toryism, and 
to form a united and compact party, capable, in the long- 
run, of setting the Whig houses at defiance. 

The Grenvilles, howeyer, had completely attained their 
object. They had become a power in the State ; able, by 
a junction with the Bedfords, to oyerrule the Pelhams, or, 
by a junction with the Tories, to overrule both. This was 
the game they played during the first ten years of George 
III.^s reign ; and, mutatis mutandis, it is the game which 
they continued to play till the old system of Government 
was finally extinguished by the Reform Bill. The Gren- 
ville&, indeed^ began their political career on principles 
more worthy of our respect than any which prevailed at 
that epoch. They were attached to Parliamentary Govern- 
ment, and to all the other guarantees for liberty which 
were secured at the Revolution. But they had no sympathy 
with the great confederacy of " Revolution Families," which 
had been omnipotent under the two first Georges, and 
which had now degenerated into a selfish and arbitrary 
oligarchy. They heartily supported Mr. Pitt in his first 
glorious administration, not more perhaps because he was 
their relative than because he was the rival of "the 
Families." So far their views had been productive of un- 
mixed good to the community. But with the accession of 
George III. a new field was opened to their ambition, which 
they turned to account, as we have stated. As their an- 
tagonism to the Newcastle connexion made them more ac- 
ceptable to the king than any other branch of the Whig 
party, they aspired to hold the balance between the re- 
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mainder of the Whigs and the Tories, and to make them- 
selves necessary to the Crown, whichever of the two might 
be in office. We see this system in operation during the 
ministry of George Grenville ; we see it in the refusal of 
the two brothers to join Mr. Pitt in 1766 ; we see it in the 
conduct of Lord Temple in 1783 ; we see it in the deser- 
tion of Mr. Pitt by Lord Grenville in 1804 ; and we see it 
in the behaviour of the family on various political emer- 
gencies in the Kegency and the reign of George IV. It 
is gratifying to know, however, that their policy was only 
partially successful. It prevailed against the King on some 
occasions, and it bored him on others, though once or twice 
it served his turn. It wrung bursts of indignation from 
both Chatham and his illustrious son. But it ultimately 
recoiled upon its authors; and we see the result in the 
sullen and discontented effusions which the writer of the 
" Diary " now before us used to issue from his retreat at 
Stowe, and in his futile efforts to regain the old ascendency 
of his house. 

The two brothers, Eichard Grenville, Earl Temple, and 
the Eight Hon. George Grenville, were the two pillars of 
the house during the latter part of George II.'s reign, and 
the first twenty years of George III.'s. The younger 
brother began official life in 1744, as a Junior Lord of the 
Admiralty, to which office was added, three years after- 
wards, a Lordship of the Treasury. He seems to have 
held these posts till the death of Mr. Pelham, in 1754, 
broke up the ministry, when he became Treasurer of the 
Navy in the short-lived administration of the Duke of De- 
vonshire. He retained this post, with certain intervals, 
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throughout the ministry which succeeded under the nominal 
guidance of the Duke of Newcastle. He became Secretary 
of State under Newcastle's successor, Lord Bute; and 
finally became himself First Lord of the Treasury and 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in 1763. 

The Grenville administration was simply the best bar- 
gain which the King could make. Upon one point he was 
determined — if he could not have a pure Tory administra- 
tion, he would not have a pure Whig one. The Newcastle 
connexion he would not take back. The Bute government 
had become impossible : so he was driven to fall back upon 
the GrenviUes, who, if they did not favour his own high 
notions of prerogative, would not, he thought, treat him as 
the Whigs had treated his grandfather. He was, however, 
doomed to disappointment. Pitt and Lord Temple, who 
had quarrelled with his brother George for remaining in 
office after the resignation of Newcastle, stood aloof from 
the new administration, afraid, it is supposed, of the secret 
influence of Lord Bute. And thus " the three brothers," 
as they were called, lost the chance of forming a strong and 
independent administration, which, three years afterwards. 
Lord Temple strove vainly to re-establish. Under these 
circumstances Grenville had no choice. The " Bloomsbury 
Gang" were open to a good offer ; and the Duke of Bed- 
ford and his men gave their support to the new govern- 
ment. But the King soon found that his position was more 
intolerable than ever. Grenville was an excellent man of 
business, but he was obstinate, pedantic, and prosy. The 
Duke of Bedford, though he chose to stand alone, had all 
the arrogance of the old Whig connexion. Between the 
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wearisome lumigcies of Uie one, and the cart insolence of 
the other, his Jdjajeetj led a hard life. Their exclindon of 
his mother from the B^;enc7 ^^^ '"^ ^^ dictatorial tone 
which thejr aaBiuned towards him with r^;ard to his priyate 
friends, were inexcosahle ; and, as far as we know, not a 
sin^ poHUeal writer has yentored to excose than. After 
nearlj two jears of this thraldom, his Majesty appealed to 
Mr* Pitt ; this time Mr. Pitt was ready to come forward, 
hat Lord Temple interfered to prevent him. He saw, as 
he thought, that prospect of a pnre Pitt and GrenyHle ad- 
miniatration, which had danced hefore his eyes in 1763, 
and he would not consent to sacrifice it hy an alliance with 
the party of Lord Bockingham, which was the scheme now 
in contemplation. Let the Song see that the House of 
GrenviUe had it in its power to prevent any combination 
which displeased them, and he must ultimately consent to 
take them upon their own terms. Pitt reluctantly gave 
way : exclaiming as he did so, 

Ezstinxti me teque, soror, populaxnque patresque 
SidooiM, nrbemqae tuam^^ 

The King struggled on for a brief while longer, and then, in 
despair, had recourse to the Marquis of Bockingham. 
QienTille was dismissed in July, 1765, and from that time 
to his death, in 1770, he never again returned to office. 
His administration will chiefly be remembered by the noto- 
rious Stamp Act, the real source of our rupture with Ame- 
rica. But he passed another measure also, when merely a 
private member of the House, that is, in 1770, which does 
far more honour to his memory ; this was a Bill for regu- 
lating the Proceedings of the House of Commons on 
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Controverted Elections, which has been highly praised by 
competent authorities, and is still the law of the land. An 
Election Bill, in fact, was just the kind of thing which 
Qrenville was competent to imderstand, as the goyemment 
of a great colonial empire was precisely the thing which he 
was not. 

Lord Temple's first employment in public affairs was 
under the Duke of Newcastle, in 1756, when he was ap- 
pointed First Lord of the Admiralty. He exchanged this 
office for that of Lord Priyy Seal in the year following ; 
and in this situation he continued till 1761, when he re- 
signed, as we have seen, in company with Newcastle and 
Mr. Pitt. He was not reconciled to his brother till the 
latter had retired from office, in 1765, when their former 
cordiality was restored, and they became united in a com- 
mon design for the aggrandisement of their own house. 

The Rockingham ministry never had a chance of per- 
manence. The GrenviUes opposed it on the repeal of the 
Stamp Act, and Pitt opposed it on the passage of the De- 
claratory Act. Although, however, both these measures 
were passed, they do not seem to have strengthened the 
hands of government ; and in the summer of 1766 the 
Maiquis of Rockingham retired. Again the King sent for 
Mr. Pitt ; again it appeared that the best chance of a dur- 
able administration lay in an alliance with the Whigs ; and 
again Lord Temple was intractable. Li vain the office of 
First Minister was offered to him, with the appointment of 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and all the lordships of the 
Treasury. He said he would not come in to be a cipher ; 
he would not be a Premier surrounded by the personal 

o2 
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adherents of Mr. Pitt, and the Whig relics of Lord Rock- 
ingham. His brother George had generously consented 
to waive his claims altogether : in return for that concession 
he had a right to name half the Cabinet. Pitt laughed in 
his face ; and the Earl returned to Stowe, '^ to get," as he 
said, " a little sleep, and rise very happy in the morning;" 
but in reality to devise new schemes for avenging the in- 
sulted House of Qrenville. 

The Earl had overshot the mark. With the help of the 
young Duke of Grafton, some of the friends of Lord 
Rockingham, and some of the older Whig party, Pitt 
patched up an administration, which, under all the disadvan- 
tages of his own ill health, and the .violent attacks of 
Junius, lasted longer than any government which George 
III. had yet seen, and bade the House of Grenville do its 
worst. It has been said, indeed, that Temple in his wrath 
was the dictator of the letters of Junius, if not the author. 
But although this hypothesis is rejected by the best au- 
thorities, it was for many years a prevalent belief that the 
Grenvilles were in possession of the secret, and had had 
transactions with the writer ; a circumstance clearly show- 
ing what manner of man Lord Temple was esteemed by 
his contemporaries, and how deeply his vanity had been 
wounded by the failure of his final effort. 

The eventual establishment of a settled Tory government 
under Lord North, the death of George Grenville, and the 
death of Lord Chatham, which all occurred within a short 
time of one another, conclude the first epoch in the history 
of the Grenvilles. The second begins with the overthrow 
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of Lord North's govenunenl; in 1782, and the appearance 
of a new generation upon the theatre of public life. 

Lord Temple had no sons ; but his brother, who married 
a daughter of Sir William Wyndham, had a large family, 
of which George, the eldest son, was the second Lord 
Temple ; and William Wyndham Grenville, the third, was 
the well-known statesman and scholar, better known as 
Lord Grenville. The second Lord Temple and Lord Gren- 
ville are to the later part of George IIL's reign what the 
first Lord Temple and Greorge Grenville were to the earlier; 
and though they played together a part very different in its 
details and even its political principles, we can easily detect 
the same family characteristics running through their whole 
career. 

When these two young men began to turn their thoughts 
towards public life, the war between the King and the 
'Whigs, which had been terminated twelve years before by 
the ascendancy of Lord North, was on the eve of breaking 
out again with redoubled fury. But during the interval 
times had greatly changed, and the first Lord Temple, who 
survived till 1779, was probably changing with them. He 
had retired from public life, and would be watching the 
progress of events, and the gradual change of public opinion, 
with a calm and disinterested eye ; and to whatever point 
his reflections tended, we may be sure that his nephew and 
heir, in whose society he took great delight, had the full 
benefit of them. An interesting pictiure is still preserved 
to us of the old man three years before his death, as he ap- 
peared to the assembled guests at Gosfield Hall, in Essex, 
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ike seat of Lord Nugent, whose daughter young Grenyille 
had married : 

*^ Li his person he was tall and large, liiongh not inclined 
to corpulency. A disorder, the seat of which lay in his 
ribs, bending him almost donble, compelled him in walking 
to make use of a sort of crutch; but his mind seemed 
exempt from any decay. His conyersation was animated, 
brilliant, and full of entertainment. Notwithstanding the 
nickname of Lord Gawky, which he had obtained in the 
saimcal or party productions of those times, and which we 
may presume was not given him without good reason, he 
had nevertheless the air and appearance of a man of high 
condition when he appeared witiii the insignia and decora- 
tions of the Garter seated at table."* 

The editor of the Grenville Papers found among the 
Nugent Papers a rather caricature-like sketch of him by 
his daughter-in-law. Lady Mary. He is standing in an 
oratorical attitude, and the highly characteristic words, '^ I 
am come, sir, to express my highest indignation and con- 
tempt," &c., are represented as proceeding from his 
mouth. 

When a Tory, or rather anti-Whig, administration was 
formed in 1782 upon the death of the Marquis of Rocking- 
ham, the young Lord Temple, at that time in his thirtieth 
year, was appointed to the Lord-Lieutenancy of L*eland. 
The resignation of Lord Shelbume in the following 
February was shortly followed by that of Lord Temple; 
and from this period, for more than twenty years, the 

» Wraxall. 
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House of Gcrenyille remained steadily Tory. The &st inr 
dication of the change which the family politics had mider- 
gone, was the part played hy Lord Temple in the ejeoticm 
of the Portland ministry, which, much to the King^s disgust, 
had been forced upon him by the old Whigs. Not the 
most obsequious of '^ the Eing^s friends,'^ Lord Bute or 
Lord Gower, could have performed a more delicate piece of 
secret service than he performed on this occasion. His 
Majesty and his faithM servant took counsel together how 
best to get rid of the unpopular Lulia Bill and the obnox- 
ious ministry at a single stroke. Government had a com^ 
manding majority in the House of 'Commons. K events 
were allowed to take their course, the Bill would probably 
pass also in the Lords ; his Majesty would then have no 
choice but to submit to a curtailment of prerogative, or to 
refase his assent to the Bill. The first, of course, was not 
to be thought of ; tlie second was a very strong measure. 
Could no middle oourse be struck out ? Whether the King 
was indebted to the inventive powers of Lord Temple, or to 
his own strategical ability, for the device that was ulti- 
mately adopted, we cannot say, but it was carried into effect 
by his lordship. For some nights before the division was 
to take place in the House of Lords, Temple hung about 
the clubs and lobbies with a small slip of paper in his 
pocket, which he showed to all such peers as were likely to 
be moved at its contents. They were of a singular cha- 
racter. His Majesty permitted Lord Temple to say, that 
the King would consider every peer who voted for the Bill 
to be his personal enemy. This measure had, at all events, 
the merit of complete success. The Bill was thrown out in 
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the House of Lords by a majority of eight. Fox and 
North were summoned to deliver up their seals at mid- 
night; Mr. Pitt became First Lord of the Treasury, and 
Lord Temple became Marquis of Buckingham. 

The transformation of the Grenvilles was now accord- 
ingly complete. The offences of the father had been amply 
atoned for by the son; the uncle was forgotten in the 
nephew; and during the first administration of Mr. Pitt 
the royal favour was unsparingly bestowed upon the Gren- 
villes. Li 1784 the Marquis again went to teland. William 
Grenville, who was at first Paymaster of the Forces, be- 
came in succession Speaker of the House of Commons, 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, and Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs ; which latter position he occupied 
during the last ten years of Mr. Pitt's administration. In 
1790 he was raised to the peerage by the title of Baron 
Grenville of Wootton; and shortly afterwards he was 
still further rewarded by the lucrative sinecure of the 
Auditorship of the Exchequer. Considering, however, the 
almost priceless service which the head of the family had 
rendered, they were not too highly rewarded. And thus 
much may be said of them : that, by whatever means they 
obtained possession of ofl&ce, they discharged its duties 
with consummate ability and success. K we except the 
particular act by which the dissolution of the Whig 
government was secured, about which of course different 
opinions may be entertained, the present is, no doubt, the 
most creditable passage in the history of the House of 
Grenville. The Marquis was an excellent Lord-Lieutenant, 
and his brother was an excellent Foreign Secretary, whose 
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letters and despatches are still regarded as models of 
statesmen-like coinposition. 

Although, however, the ambition of the Honse of Gren- 
ville was for the present satisfied, they were only recruiting 
their energies for fresh efforts at advancement. Even in 
1783 Lord Temple had begun to murmur because his ser- 
vices in Ireland had not been sufficiently acknowledged; 
and had actually resigned his post, while Mr. Pitt was in 
the thick of the conflict. The Grenville appetite was keen, 
and could not tolerate delay. The Marquisate, which was 
conferred on him as soon as Pitt's government was settled, 
and the second Viceroyalty, which followed in 1787, 
appeased his craving for the time. But Mr. Pitt seems 
always to have thought that he was a rather troublesome 
adherent ; and as he discouraged the system of governing 
through the support of great houses, he was secretly rest- 
less under the obligations of which the Marquis was con- 
stantly reminding him. 

He was destined, however, to experience before he died 
a still more bitter specimen of the peculiar temper of the 
Grenvilles. There are few passages in our political history 
which are more complicated than the circumstances attend- 
ing the dissolution of the Addington ministry and the 
return of Mr. Pitt to power. And of these circumstances 
the conduct of Lord Grenville, except iQdeed upon hypo- 
.theses more discreditable than we choose to entertain, is the 
least intelligible. It is well known that he refused to reunite 

• 

himself in a ministry with Mr. Pitt unless Mr. Fox were 
included in it. It is well known also that Mr. Pitt would 
have co-operated yriih Mr. Fox if the King's dislike to this 
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statesman conld have been snrmonnted ; but in aocordance 
with those principles which had first borne him into power, 
he declined to force npon his Majesty a minister who was 
personally distastefal to him. This is not the place for 
discassiag the good, or the eyil of Uiose principles. It is 
sufficient on the present occasion to remind our readers 
that such were the principles of Mr. Pitt, and that sudi bj 
implication must have been the principles of Lord Grenyille : 
seeing that his brother, Lord Temple, was the chosen instru- 
ment of establishing them in the first instance, and that 
he himself not only never expressed any disapprobation of 
the means then employed, but played a leading part in the 
government to which they led. When we remember this^ 
and remember also that of these principles Fox was the 
inveterate opponent ; and that not alone on this fundamental 
point was there a difference between him and Lord Gren- 
ville, but that the whole policy of the war up to 1801, 
which had been conducted by Grenville, had been persis- 
tently condemned by Fox, we shall be at a loss to under- 
stand the conduct of the. former upon any other grounds 
than that of his personal character — the crotchetiness and 
egotism which, with all their great talents, was always 
observable in the GrenviUes.. 

Other explanations may be offered, but none which do 
not cast a slur upon either his abilities or his honesty. 
We refase to believe that he had any idea of supplanting 
Mr. Pitt ; it is difficult to believe that he had any idea of 
carrying Eoman Catholic Emancipation, or of breaking up 
the system of party. He ought, at all events, to have 
known better than to think either scheme possible in 1804. 
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The dogged resolution of the King, who, in the then 
temper of the country was sure of an Orange mi^orhy 
that would enable him to carry, on the government though 
Pitt and his party stood aloof, should have shown him how 
hopeless was the one scheme ; and i^e reoollectionB of the 
Fox and North coalition should have taught him the 
futility of the other. Whatever be the true explanation 
of it, we have never doubted that this was the capital 
blunder of Lord GrrenviUe's career. "I will teach that proud 
man that I can do without him, if it costs me my life," said 
Mr. Pitt, in words which the father of Mr. Pitt might have 
hiu'led at the uncle of Lord Grenville ; and it did cost him 
his life. But it cost Lord Grenville if not his natural, yet, 
with one brief interval of power, his ofl&cial existence. 
The place which he vacated in the Tory ranks was filled up 
by Lord Castlereagh. Lord Grey became the leader of 
the Whigs, and the legitimate successor of Pitt sank into 
political obscurity. 

Li the administration which followed on the death of 
Mr. Pitt the Grenvilles were tolerably provided for. Lord 
Grenville himself was Prime Minister; Thomas Grenville, 
his brother, was President of the Li(}ian Board ; young 
Lord Temple, his nephew, was Yice- President of the 
Council ; the head of the House was too great a man, it 
seems, to take any post but the highest, so he remained 
quietly at Stowe, receiving the reports of his connexion, 
and issuing his royal mandates. Lord Grenville, however, 
had not been in office three months when he found out the 
mistake which he had committed. His administration was 
bound together by no party tie, and inspired by no e^mt 
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de corps. Fox's popularity was a great help to the 
goyemment, but Lord Grenyille never reposed perfect con- 
fidence in his foreign policy. The Whig leader, moreover, 
had spoken in such terms of the deceased Tory minister as 
ought to have been, and doubtless were, most painful to 
his old friend. He had refused to subscribe to the public 
funeral of Mr. Pitt on the ground that he had been through 
life opposed to Mr. Pitt's principles, and believed that his 
administration of affairs had been most injurious to the 
country. Considering that of the nineteen years which 
that administration had lasted, seventeen had been passed 
by Lord Grenville in the closest co-operation with Mr. Pitt, 
he must have listened to these words with a singular 
mixture of emotions. But he was indeed encircled by 
embarrassments. While still harassed to death by the 
internal jealousies of his own cabinet, and of the motley 
party which supported him, he received a letter from the 
Marquis, full of those peculiar infirmities by which the 
virtues of the House of Grenville had always been so 
heavily counterbalanced. It was couched in a tone of 
peevish and pompous vanity: Why was he not oftener 
consulted ? why did not the Premier run down to Stowe 
whenever he had a difficulty in Downing-street, and confide 
his trouble to that counsellor on whom a king had once 
been glad to lean ? He was the head of the House, and 
he had a right to expect some attention ; but his brothers 
appeared to have forgotten him. It was the way of the 
world, and he should know better for the future than to 
expect gratitude at their hands. This attack, as might be 
supposed, stung Lord Grenville deeply. He answered it 
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in a letter full of dignity and feeling, expressing more than 
once a hope that he might soon haye an opportunity of 
resigning office altogether ; and the Marquis for the time 
appears to have suppressed his discontent. But heayier 
clouds were gathering round the Grenville ministry. Fox 
lay on his death-bed; Lord Grey was seventy-four, and 
his death might at any moment remove Lord Howick from 
the House of Commons, where he was one of the most 
efficient members of the administration. Yet it is curious, 
amid all their troubles, to observe the imfaltering con- 
fidence which the GrenviUes reposed in themselves. If 
there had only been enough of them, the country might 
still have been saved. Unhappily, there were but three, 
and three were not enough to work the pumps, to steer the 
vessel, and give orders to the crew, all at once. If Thomas 
Grenville could only have continued at the Indian Board, 
have been First Lord of the Admiralty, and Chancellor of 
the Exchequer at the same time, something perhaps might 
have been done. 

It is possible, however, that the Grenville administration 
might have survived the death of Mr. Fox, and all the 
other causes of its weakness, and have gradually won the 
confidence of Parliament, but for one fatal obstacle. The 
King liked Lord Grenville, and Lord Grenville respected 
his Majesty. His lordship was a man of unquestioned 
talents; he had never betrayed the slightest sympathy with 
the French revolutionists, and he had declared himself in 
favour of a vigorous prosecution of the war, and the per- 
petuity of the national defences. He represented the pub- 
lic opinion of his day on all but one point, and even that 
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poiilt aeed not have proved a dtombling-block to him, had 
it not been for his own conduct in 1804. It was belieyed 
by the Boman Catholics in Ireland that Lord Grreftyille's 
refusal to join Mr. Pitt in that year q^ose from the resolu- 
tion never to forego their claims. Now, therefore, was the 
time to bring those claims forward. 8uch an agitation was 
commenced in Dublin as left Lord Grenville no alternative; 
but he at once saw the fatal mistake which the Eomanist 
party had committed, and foresaw the probability that it 
would end in his expulsion from office. The course which 
he pursued, however, in this embarrassing situation was 
sensible and honourable. An Act, called the Irish Act, 
had been passed in the Irish Parliament of 1793, by which 
the right of filling certain civil and military appointments 
was conceded to the Eoman Catholics, subject to such 
restrictions as were still deemed necessary for the public 
safety. .A Homan CathoKc could not be Lord Chancellor 
or Lord-Lieutenant ; he could not be Commander-in-Chief, 
or Master- General of the Ordnance, or a General on the 
Staff. Lord Grenville proposed to extend this Act to 
England ; to do away with the limitations which affected 
the military service ; to throw open the navy as well as the 
army to Roman Catholics; and to include Protestant 
Dissenters within the operation of the Act. The exten- 
sion of the original Act to England would probably have 
met with no opposition, for its restriction to Ireland after 
the Union was a manifest absurdity. If the regiment in 
which a Roman CathoHc officer was serving happened to 
be ordered to England, the officer became disqualified by 
law from holding his commission, and was obliged either 
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to throw up His profession, or to expose himself to pains 
and penalties. The wonder, as Lord Howick said, was not 
that the griefyance was about to be remedied then, but that 
it had not been abolished long ago. With regard to the 
navy, the argument of ministers was equally logical and 
conclusive. Nothing had been said about the navy in 
1793, because Ireland had no navy; but most assuredly 
the spirit of that Act would inchide the naval profession. 
With regard to the other modifications of "the original Act, 
there was room for more difference of opinion, though they 
seem absurd enough at the present day. Buch was the 
measure to which George III. was now requested to assent. 
The tough old King hemmed and hawed and hesitated, but 
did at last consent to the extension of the Act to England 
— certainly : to its additional provisions also — as the Gren- 
villes thought. The intelligence was at once despatched to 
Ireland, though Lord Grenville felt that his Bill, even in 
its integrity, could only serve as a temporary sop. But 
within a week from its introduction into the House of 
Commons by Lord Howick a hitch had occurred in high 
quarters. The King told Lord Grenville that he hadn't 
understood from him in the first instance that the Bill 
went quite so far as it did ; he objected to throwing open 
the navy; he would never consent to have Eoman Catholics 
on the Staff. The government protested for a while, but, 
partly because they felt that the measure was of doubtful 
utility after all, partly because Lord Grenville, as he tells 
us, really respected the religious scruples of the King, they 
determined not only to withdraw the modifications, but 
to abandon the measure altogether. Unluckily, however, 
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as we think, they coupled this concession with a statement 
which, if accepted, would still have left a thorn in the 
royal conscience. They were to be at liberty, they said, to 
express their own opinions on the subject, wherever and 
whenever they chose. This the Kin g would not allow. 
He demanded a written promise from his ministers that 
they would never revive the question. A pledge of this 
nature the Grenvilles were unanimous in refusing, and they 
were shortly afterwards informed that his Majesty had no 
further occasion for their services. 

The Grenvilles always attributed this resolution of the 
royal mind to the secret representations of Lord Eldon and 
Lord Sidmouth. Canning, in his place in Parliament, 
denied the insinuation most positively on the part of 
Lord Eldon, and both the accused statesmen vindicated 
themselves at some length in the House of Lords. We 
shall not here revive a controversy in which we cannot go 
beyond conjecture. The Bang was certainly quite capable 
of acting as he did without the advice of other people. 
But a more interesting question is this, whether, namely, 
he was justified in demanding the written promise, and 
whether ministers were justified in resigning rather than 
concede the point. On the one hand, it was urged that 
ministers had a constitutional right to offer advice to their 
sovereign, and that they could not preclude themselves 
from ever reopening a question in which such serious possi- 
bilities were involved. On the other hand, it was urged 
that ministers had no right to keep the public in suspense, 
or to purchase popularity by ostentatious sympathy with 
wrongs which it was not their real intention to redress. It 
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will hardly be denied that there is much to be said on both 
sides. We agree with Lord Grenville and his colleagues 
that it was monstrous to require from them such a declara- 
tion as the King ultimately demanded ; but we cannot think 
that the reservation by which the withdrawal of the bill was 
qualified was either a necessary or a magnanimous step. 
What chiefly strikes us when we reflect upon it is, that for 
all practical purposes it was utterly unnecessary. Nothing 
could have deprived ministers of the right of free speech. 
There was no occasion to assert that right to prevent men 
from thinking they had renounced it. To have withdrawn a 
bill which, while deeply painful to the sovereign, promised 
little satisfaction to those for whose benefit it was intended, 
would have been no bar to their reconsideration of the case 
at any more convenient season. Had they dropped the 
measure for the present, and held their tongues about the 
future, all might have gone well. To have mentally re- 
solved that the Catholic question, if shelved for the present, 
was certainly not to be abandoned was one thing ; it was 
another thing to flaunt that resolve in the King's face; to 
proclaim it from the house-tops ; and to hold it in terrorem 
over the Crown, the Parliament, and the public. The demand 
in question was in fact a direct challenge to the King. There 
was in it, moreover, a spice of that old dictation against 
which he had all his life protested. Lord Grenville should 
have known him better than to expect he would submit to 
this. But tact and knowledge of human nature were not 
characteristic of the Grenvilles, and for want of them on 
this occasion the family made a downward step. The 
Eoman Catholics saw their hopes deferred, and the govern- 
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ment of the country was transferred for unother quarter of a 
century to Tories of the hardest school. 

Tfae'eventB aboye narrated took pkce in 1807. In 
March of that year Lord Grenyille's cabinet was dismissed : 
not, howcTcr, until, it .had signalised its tenure of power by 
one of those measures which are landmarks in the history 
of nations. In the month of February, 1807, an act was 
passed for the abolition of the slave trade throughout the 
dominions of the British crown. From that time to his 
death, which happened nearly thirty years afterwards, be 
never again held office for a smgle day. 

In 1809, in 1811, and in 1812, he was concerned in 
negotiations for the construction of a broad-bottomed 
ministry ; but in each case they canie to nothing. There 
WCTe three parties at work all along — the Sidmouth and 
Eldon party, the Canning and Wellesley party, and the 
Grey and Grenville party. The- first was at variance with 
the third upon the Catholic claims; the third was at vari^ 
anoe with the second on the Pannsular war, for Grenville 
was but a lukewarm supporter of the Duke of Wellington; 
and each differed from the other as to the right man for 
Pifime Minister. There is good reason to believe, however, 
that on the first formation of the Regency the Whigs paid 
the penalty of that exclusiveness, which has been laid to 
their charge more ofte9 perhaps than they deserved, but of 
w^ich they have unquestionably been guilty. Burke was 
too high-minded to lay traps for the men who had neglected 
him, or to avenge his private wrongs at the cost of his poli- 
tical principles. But Lords Grey and i Grenville had a very 
different man to deal with, and it seema beyond a doubt 
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that the desertioa of the Whigs by the Prince Kegent in 
1811 was due to the influence of Sheridan. He had not, 
as he thought, received his due from the Whig ministry of 
Lord Grenyille. He fancied himself slighted and insulted 
by his old friends, and he watched his opportunity for ven- 
geance. When the Prince was called upon to draw up an 
answer to the address of the two Houses inviting him to 
accept the Regency, he entrusted the task to Lord Gren- 
ville and Lord Grey. They composed an answer, in which 
the unpalatable restrictions imposed by the ministers upon 
the Regent were not even glanced at. . Here was She- 
ridan^s chance. He represented to the Prince that there 
was a want of deferenoe in the language of the two 
Whig lords to which he ought not to submit.. He himself 
was empowered to frame a new reply. His composition was 
preferred; and the Whig statesmen, after a grave and 
dignified remonstrance, withdrew from the royal confidence. 
It is however only fair to Sheridan to remember that he 
always himself asserted that the Whigs on this occasion 
were sacrificed to the pride of Lord Grenville, who, having 
supported the " restrictions" in 1788, refused to tarnish his 
reputation for consistency by consenting to any relaxation 
of them. 

Li the negotiations which followed the death of Mr. 
Perceval in 1812, the Grenvilles and their Whig friends 
still held out for terms which the enemy was too strong to 
gruit. Their conduct has been vigorously defended by 
Homer; but even he was obliged to admit that their 
" maxims were stoical, and their manner too peremptory.** 
Hallam, as we learn from Horner^s correspondence, disap- 

p2 
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proved of their behaviour. The truth seems to be, that 
though eminently able, incorruptible, and sincere, the united 
Whig leaders v^ere very ambitious and very proud men, and 
that they knew not how to disguise these qualities beneath 
the arts of the courtier. On the other hand, however 
agreeable the Whigs might have been to the Prince of 
Wales, it was not likely he would find their doctrines quite 
so palatable when Prince Regent. They still maintained 
the old theory, that the party, and not the King, was to 
choose the first minister. And this, as Canning himself de- 
clared to a friend of Lord Buckingham, " was the real but 
unavowed cause of the breaking-off of these negotiations." 

Lord Grenville, it would seem, never became wholly re- 
conciled to the war, and while it lasted he continued in op- 
position to the Government. He voted, however, for the 
dethronement and exile of Napoleon, and diflfered from 
Lord Grey in supporting the coercive measures of the Go- 
vernment in 1817. It was probably the isolated position 
in which he now began to find himself that bred in this 
distinguished man a weariness of political life, and a crav- 
ing for that lettered leisure which he was so well fitted to 
adorn. But he also looked with disfavour upon the attempt 
which about this time was in course of agitation at Stowe 
to revive the old prestige of the House of Grenville, and to 
create a third party in the State. Whether he felt his health 
begin to fail, whether he saw that the time had gone by for 
these family combinations, or whether he shrank from the 
possibility of having to defer to his nephew as the head of 
the House, it is now impossible to say. But in the year 
1818 he expressed his intention of retiring from public life ; 
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and though he was induced to defer this step for some 
years, yet he seems henceforward to have acted the part of 
a spectator, and to have resigned the idea of again becom- 
ing a member of the Government. During the reign of 
Greorge IV. his opinions on the whole seem to have coin- 
cided with Mr. Canning's, although he never conquered his 
dislike of this too lively statesman. But he approved of 
Roman Catholic Emancipation, and was opposed to Parlia- 
mentary Reform ; and the combination of these two ap- 
parently discordant views was peculiar to Canning and his 
school. His withdrawal from the political stage was gradual, 
nor can we fix any exact date at which it may be said to 
have taken place. But certainly some years before the death 
of George IV. he withdrew into the shades of Dropmore, 
where he passed the remainder of his days in the society of 
his favourite classics. During the long illness which pre- 
ceded his death, " I always," says Sir H. Halford, " found 
him not tranquil and cheerful only, as I might have ex- 
pected from his habitual piety, but amused ; and .on my 
asking him the secret of this happy peculiarity, he an- 
swered, * I go back to my classics, sir.' The next day he 
sent me a copy of his * Nugas Metricas,' which bespeak a 
happy facility of composition and a correct taste." Lord 
Grenville was a very elegant scholar. At Oxford, 1779, 
he gained the Chancellor's prize for Latin verse, on the 
subject of " Vis electrica :" and it was probably his well- 
known love of literature which turned the scale in his 
favour when he contested the Chancellorship of the Uni- 
versity with Lord Eldon in 1809. He left behind him a copy 
of Homer covered with marginal annotations, but of the value 
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-attached to them by scholars we are in ignorance, ffis 
Latin verses, of which the best have lately been republished 
in the " Anthologia Oxoniensis," • have all the freedom and 
vigour of the old school, and they are inspired by real and 
natural feeling, in which modem Latin verses are bo often 
lamentably deficient. The curious in such things will im- 
derstand what we mean if they look at his lines on Death, 
his " Exul GalKcus," and his epitaph on a fiavourite jdog. 
The declining days of Lord Grenville form one of those 
pictures on which the mind dwells with xmmixed pleasure. 
He seems to have cast back no lingering looks at the active 
world which he had quitted. His devotion to letters was 
real, and sufficiently occupied his mind ; and in his brother 
Thomas he must have found a sympathising fellow-soholar, 
as well as an affectionate relative. His life glided away 
easily between his seat at Dropmore and his house in Lon- 
don, amused by the studies which recalled to him the4^ys 
of his youth, the " antique towers" of Eton, and the 
pleasant gardens of Oxford. Intercourse with his < own 
family was no longer at the mercy of politics, and he had 
the satisfaction in his closing days of seeing the whole 
family party once more firmly reunited. When the Duke 
of Buckingham took leave of him, before qxdtting Eng- 
land in 1827, he cried with joy at finding the members of 
his House " again acting together." 

Let us take our leave of him with his own beautiful lines : 

Yeram ubi terrestri mens fancta labore, quietem 

Expetit, inque suas gestit abire domos, 
Corporeis lente yinclis ezsolvitnr, et se 

Yiz sentit vita deficiente mori ; 
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Ut levis arboreos autumni sidere fructus 

Molliter in patrium decatit aura soliun ; 
Turn soci& compdsta manu, notosqae Penates 

Inter, habet facilis lamina fessa sopor. 
Qoin et amicomm cnraa iacrymieqae sequuntur 

Et modica instanrat fanera jiistas honos. 
Alta petant alii, et peritars laudis amore 

Sanguineum insistant ambitionis iter ; 
Hac mibi sit, tacitse decnrso tradaite vitse, 

Hac demam in ccelos scandere posse yid. 

Lord Grenville died at Propmore on the 12th of January, 
1834 ; and as he had no children, the title became extinct. 
Besides his Latin compositions, he left few or no literary 
remains. One or two of his speeches ; a financial scheme 
in imitatien of Pitt's, which he laid before the House of 
Lords in 1^06; a letter written in 1810 to the Earl of 
Eingall, embodying the writer's views upon the Catholic 
question ; and. an edition of Lord Ohatham's letters to his 
nephew, Lord Camelford — ^are, as far as we know, all the 
published remains of one of the last of our great classic 
statesmen. 

The remaining brother of this distinguished trio, Mr. 
Thomas Grenville, who survived his younger brother, Lord 
Grenville, twelve years, and his elder one thirty-three, died 
in 1846 at the great age of ninety-one. On leaving Ox- 
ford he entered one of the regiments of Guards ; but some 
unfair treatment which he experienced from the govern- 
ment of the day led him to renounce his profession ; and 
during the second ministry of Lord Rockingham, in 1782, 
he was despatched to Paris to negotiate the treaty of 
Versailles. He was recalled by Lord Shelbume. But his 
abilities were so highly rated, that under the Fox and 
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North administration lie was destined to the Governor- 
Generalship of India. This prospect, however, was cut 
short by the accession of Mr. Pitt to power ; and for some 
years Thomas Grenville remained out of Parliament, and 
out of favour with his two brothers, from whose poHtical 
friends he stood aloof. He was not proof, however, against 
the prestige of Mr. Pitt's success, the terrors of the French 
Revolution, and the solicitations of his own family. Being 
returned to Parliament at the general election of 1790, he 
gave his support to Mr. Pitt. In 1794 he was sent as 
minister extraordinary to Vienna. In 1798 he was made 
a privy councillor. In 1799 he went as ambassador to 
Berlin. In 1801 he was appointed Chief- Justice in Eyre, 
south of the Trent, a sinecure of 2000Z. a year, which he 
held to his death. And in 1806 he became first President 
of the India Board, and afterwards First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty in his brother's administration. With him, how- 
ever, he retired in 1807, never again to accept office, and 
with him he retired virtually from political life in 1818. 
Henceforth he devoted himself to the collection of that 
magnificent library which he at his death bequeathed to 
the nation, and which had been one of his earliest tastes. 
When an ensign in the Guards, he used to say, he once bid 
for a scarce edition of the Bible against the whole bench 
of bishops. It is probable that both he and Lord Grenville 
inherited their scholarly taste from their mother, a daughter 
of " the classic Wyndham." 

We now come to the third generation of the Grenvilles. 
The second Lord Temple and the first Marquis of Bucking- 
ham died in 1813, and was succeeded by that Lord Temple 
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who was Vice-President of the Council in 1806, and who 
had married in 1795 the heiress to the duchy of Chandos. 
During the few years that his uncle Lord Grenville con- 
tinued to maintain the dignity of the family in Parliament 
the Marquis remained quiet. But towards the year 1817 
he began to think it necessary to assert the authority of 
Stowe, and also to play for a dukedom, through the forma- 
tion of a new Grenville party. This, however, was more 
easily proposed than accomplished. The Grenvilles dis- 
liked Canning ; yet Canning was almost the only man left 
with whom they could hope to co-operate. They com-' 
manded only six votes, and they had no man of sufficient 
mark among themselves to rally a party round him, or 
to stand forward in the eyes of Parliament as a future mi- 
nister. Under these difficult circumstances, it cannot be 
denied that they played their cards well. A government 
which had been used to large majorities, and the unques- 
tioning support of all its regular adherents, fancied itself 
tottering when one declined as low as fifty, and the other 
now and then ventured an independent vote. The interest 
of the Grenvilles, which in one way and another was con- 
siderable, was worth buying. But for nearly two years the 
buyer and seller continued to haggle over the price. The 
Marquis wanted too much, and he wanted it in an incon- 
venient way. The Government was all powerftil in the 
House of Lords and whatever cabinet seats could be spared 
must be reserved for the House of Commons. The Mar- 
quis longed sorely to be in the cabinet; and gave his 
people no encouragement to support the measures of Lord 
Liverpool while he had any hopes of obtaining this price 
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for his adherence. Howeyer, the Doke of Wellington -and 
Lord Liverpool were obstinate, and the Marquis at length 
gaye way. Charles Wynn, his own man, so to speak, took 
the Board of Control, with a seat in the cabinet. Some in- 
ferior connexions were gratified with subordinate appoint- 
ments. The Marqms himself was made a dake, and the 
Grenvilles for the second time became zealons and avowed 
Tories. 

Li the year following his elevation the Dnke made one 
more effort to extort a seat in the cabinet. Bat he was finally 
put down by the Duke of Wellington, who told him that 
'^no man could force himself into that situation;^' and 
the head of the House of Grenville was obliged to fall 
back upon the study of minerals, and a correspondence 
with Sir Walter Scott upon the history of tartans. 

The succeeding four years were passed by the Duke of 
Buckingham in the innocent recreations aforesaid, in corre- 
sponding with his various lieutenants, and in listening to 
abuse of Canning. And here, though the inquiry is not 
strictly a part of our subject, we may be permitted to ask 
what was the secret of that dislike of Mr. Canning by 
which the leading men of all parties seem to have been 
actuated. Lord Grey, Lord Grenville, Lord Castlerei^h, 
the Duke of Wellington, and Sir Robert Peel, at different 
times of their lives, all betrayed the same sentiment. But 
it can hardly have been Mr. Canning^s opinions which 
led to this common hostility ; for in his political opinions 
he differed less widely from most of the above-mentioned 
statesmen than has commonly been supposed. During the 
latter part of his life, at all events, his views on foreign 
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policy, on Boman Catholic Emandpfttioii, and on Pactia- 
mentary Reform, were substantially the same as those of 
Lord Castlereagh, Lord Grenville, 4iiid Sir Eobert Peel. 
Besides, wider differences of opinion than even those which 
are vulgarly supposed to have divided Canning from his 
colleagues have existed ere now between statesmen without 
exciting personal animosity. Yet from the death of Mr. 
Pitt to 1827, there was not a single parliamentary crisis 
the central difficulty of which does not seem to have been 
Canning. There is truth unquestionably in the common 
notion that he was the victim of patrician exclusiveness. 
The great lords who from a Stowe, a Wobum, or a Chats- 
worth, directed the votes of their clients, and assumed a 
kind of royal state, loved not to meet the son of an actress 
upon a footing of equality, or more. The Duke of Wel- 
lington, who shared in these ideas himself, had grafted 
upon them a military impatience oi finesse, and a suspicion 
of literary statesmen, which carried him even further than 
the oligarchs from sympathy with a man like Canning. 
Yet when we have made every allowance for the force of 
aristocratic prejudice, it seems difficult to believe that we 
have then got a sufficient explanation. Lord Liverpool, it 
is true, both loved and trusted Mr. Canning to the last day 
of his life ; and he had, of course, a host of admirers among 
the young men and commoners in Parliament. But still 
there must have been, we think, some defect in his cha- 
racter — ^some want of taste, 6r want of tact, at all events, to 
create that hostility which was scarcely appeased over his 
grave. Mr. Canning, we should readily grant, was the 
legitimate successor of Mr. Pitt ; but then he was not Mr. 
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Pitt. Nor were the circumstances under which he aspired 
to the leadership of the Tory party at all like those which 
had cemented the authority of his great master. Mr. Pitt 
was the son of Lord Chatham ; and he was the favourite of 
George III., when George III. was in full possession of 
that iron will before which the mightiest had bowed. These 
two facts alone, independently of his personal qualities, 
won him the respect of the great families. Presently came 
the French Revolution, and the great families were fright- 
ened. They sank their traditions for a time under an 
overpowering sense of public danger. The Bentincks, the 
Fitzwilliams, the Manners, and a goodly array of great 
Houses, became the loyal servants of the Crown, and the 
warmest supporters of the minister. Before these senti- 
ments had cooled Mr. Pitt died. Let us pass over a few 
years, and observe under what circumstances Mr. Canning 
made his bid for power. He had neither the prestige of an 
illustrious father, nor the support of a determined sovereign. 
As the dangers of Napoleonic aggression and "French 
principles" began to recede, the great body of the Whigs 
relapsed into their old ideas. Every thing which had con- 
spired to invigorate the Toryism of Pitt was wanting to his 
successor Mr. Canning ; while the personal character of the 
latter, instead of being calculated to lessen the effect of 
this difference, was unhappily calculated to increase it. 
The cold pride, the austerity, and the simplicity of Pitt 
were exactly those qualities which disarm the resentment of 
aristocratic rivals. The gaiety, the familiarity, nay, the 
very elegance of Mr. Canning were exactly the qualities 
which provoke it. An aristocracy is apt to believe that it 
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ought to have a monopoly of such gifts, and to stare at the 
display of them in others as a species of impertinence. 
Canning, we suspect, had not the tact to see this, or, if he 
had, was either too careless or too contemptuous to heed it. 
We might respect this independence in the man, but we 
think it was a fault in the minister. He who aspires to 
lead a great party, of which the chief supporters are his 
superiors in rank and station, must consult their foibles if 
he would retain their confidence. If he dislike such work, 
he had better not put his hand to it. K he does put his 
hand to it, and yet contenms the only means by which suc- 
cess can be achiered, he may leave behind a brilliant 
reputation ; but can only expect, while Hving, to encounter 
exactly that series of petty and depressing mortifications 
which ultimately wore out Mr. Canning. 

But to return to the Grenvilles. The course of events 
has now brought us down to the eve of that period which 
the first chapter of the present Diary so curiously illus- 
trates. In February, 1827, Lord Liverpool, who had been 
Prime Minister of England nearly thirteen years, was 
seized with apoplexy^ and it soon became known that he 
would never reoccupy his old place. Who, then, was to be 
the new minister? And at this point begins a series of 
only half-revealed transactions, of personal rivalries, and of 
undignified bursts of temper on the part of some half-dozen 
great men, which it is really disagreeable to contemplate. 
Peel, Wellington, Canning, and the Duke of Buckingham 
are the chief actors in the drama, which ended, as our 
readers know, in the promotion of Canning to the Trea- 
sury, and the immediate secession of Peel and his leader 
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into the ranks of opposition. Wellington refused even to 
retain the command of the annj nnder Canning, though 
he accepted it again nnder Lord Godrich, who was an 
avowed Whig. Peel professed his inability to act with 
any minister who was fayonrable to the Roman Catholic 
claims, though two years before he had confessed that he 
was faTOurable to them himself! It was just at this 
moment, when it was as yet uncertain if Canning's miniatrj 
would stand, that the Duke of Buckingham had an au- 
dience of the King : and the notes of what passed, as 
described in these pages, interesting as they are from their 
general political tenour, are still more so from the additional 
light which they shed upon the character of the House of 
Grenville. Qualia ah incepto processertt. 

The very first sentence in the Diary tells the old tale. 
The Duke, we must premise, was now making ready for 
his tour. July 3rd, 1827, he says, " Sturges Bourne 
writes word that a vice-lieutenant must, in decorum, be 
app(»nted during my absence^'* Sturges Bourne was one 
of the Duke's men, who at this time had taken o£Bce 
under Canning, as Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment. But the Grenville party were not instructed to give 
their full support to the Prime Minister. And, indeed, 
Mr. Charles Wynn, whom we have seen installed in the 
cabinet as the representative of the party, seems about this 
time to have given mortal offence to his patron by the 
fidelity with which he adhered to Canning. But the Duke's 
interview with the King is the cream of this chapter, and we 
shall give the greater part of it in his own language : 
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He then exdaimed : "Ah! these are indeed strange times, and it is 
a steange politioal atmosphere which we are breathing." 

I replied : " So strange, sir, that I cannot breathe it, and I retire to 
avoid it." 

He then, hardly allowing me to say a word, entered himself into a 
detail, for two honrs uninterruptedly, of. the whole circumstances 
attending the late change, and most cle^y made out a story against 
Peel and the Duke of Wellington, the- truth of which I cannot doubt,' 
and which perfectly surprised me. The King, on the political " smash" 
of the ministry, urged the Government to hold together, and to' choose 
some one, he cared not who, Protestant or Catholic, to recommend as 
Prime Minister ; that, of course, he could not admit the situation to be 
elective ; but that, if they would name any one that would hold them 
together on the principles of Lord Liverpool's Government, that man 
should be his minister. 

Twice he saw the Daka of Wellington, and twice said the same thing 
to him, urging them to unite ; and twice the Duke of Wellington de- 
clined himself suggesting any person, specially saying that he could 
not be his minister ; that he had gained all he wished for, more than 
he had hoped for ; that he had been bred up amongst camps and 
armies; that aU hia political views had arisen out of, or had been 
secondary to, his military proceedings, and therefore that he could not 
be his minister ; that as to a purely Protestant government, it could 
not be made. 

The King suggested several names — Bexley, Bathurst, &c. &c. Why 
not make them sticks to rally round ? No, they would name nobody ; 
and the Duke of Wellington persevered in excluding himself. 

At last Peel, who had kept a very high and mighty bearing, declared 
himself ready to meet Canning upon the subject ; and after their meet- 
ing Peel wrote to the King to si^ that one jiad been suggested, but that 
he would wait upon the King, as he did not like to put the name in 
writing. In the mean while several delays, occasioned by Peel, inter- 
vened ; and at last, after Tiemey had declared that he would ask a 
question in the House of Commons about the Government — ^that he must 
do so to keep it out of other hands — Peel came to the IBang, and thun- 
dered out the Duke of Wellington's name. 

The King having been refused twice by the Duke himself, and having 
under that refusal announced that he was not to be the man, said he 
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would not then, in the last moment, in the eleventh hour, have a man 
crammed down his throat, declined the Duke, and suggested any other ; 
and then upon, for the first time, a refusal being given to act with 
Canning, refused the Duke of Wellington, and named Canning ; and 
then the resignation took place, the Duke of Wellington leading the 
way, because his own suggestion had been adopted ; and he followed 
it up by throwing at the King's head the whole of his employments, 
military and all. The King begged him to keep the army. No ; all or 
nothing I 

Now, the Duke had an entire right to say that he was the fittest man 
to be minister, and the only one to keep parties together ; but he had 
no right to protest until the last moment that he would not be the man, 
and then employ that last moment in putting the pistol loaded with his 
own name to the King's head. 

With respect to the Corn Law, when the King found that his own 
brother was against the Government upon that subject, he sent the 
Duke of Wellington to him, and the Duke told the King to be easy, for 
that he had "castrated the bill of all that could be objectionable." 
That very bill ke threw out ! It is plain that the Duke meant to be King, 
and failed. So much for Canning's nomination. 

Now, as to the Whigs, I found this was the same part with the King. 
I asked him if he had any hope that they would stand steadily hy him 
on what both he and I considered the best interests of his country. 

The King's answer was, " Alors, comnte alorsJ** 

Into the controversy between Wellington and Canning 
we Bhall not plunge. But we pause to point out that the 
regular old Tories of that day seem to have been quite as 
much disposed to " coerce and compel" their gracious sove- 
reign as were ever the Whigs of the eighteenth centuiy. 
The King proceeded : 

" I offered to take any one whom they would name, Protestant or 
Catholic, provided I could have kept the thing together. Canning 
from the beginning was ready to undertake the task. I told them so. 
They expressed no feeling agahist him personally at first. I only 
asked them to name; they declined. I must have a minister; the 
Opposition threatened to storm my citadel. I again nrged them. They 
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again refused; and in the last moment, when they saw that I was 
driven to the wall, they pressed upon me the very name which they and 
the individual himself had repeatedly declared was the oniy name that 
oonld not and ought not to be put forward. I then had no resource 
but to direct Canning to write the note to the Duke of Wellington 
which you saw, and all the occurrences which you are aware of fol- 
lowed. If it is the great devil that has been forced upon me, it is they 
who have done it. I did not want Canning in the government upon 
Castlereagh^s death, but they forced him upon me. Now they wanted 
in the same way to force Wellington ; but I am at least somebody in 
the State, and have shown them that I will not be bullied. The future 
must take care of itself. Now, as to the Opposition, the Corn Bill has 
held it together ; but draw the Catholic question round it, and what 
becomes of it ? Like a salamander, it must expire, surrounded by its 
own fire.** 

The king expressed much indignation against Lord Mansfield, who 
had accused him in the House of Lords of having changed his opinion 
on the Catholic question : 

" He lied. Had I been an individual, I would have told him so, and 
fought him. As it was, I put the Archbishop of Canterbury in a fright 
by sending him as my second to Mansfield, to tell him he lied. The 
Archbishop came down bustling here to know what he was to do. So, 
said I, go and do my bidding; tell him he lies, and kick his behind in 
my name I** 

In this truly royal style his Majesty, we are told, " went 
on for a long time," when the Duke took up the discourse, 
and professed to agree with the King that he was a very ill- 
used man. But in spite of ail the Bang's explanations, he 
retained his opinion of Mr. Canning. '^ He took advantage 
of his Majesty's goodness to me/' says the Duke, '^ to hrow- 
beat, insult, and proscribe me." .This means, that when the 
King had made Buckingham a duke, Canning would not 
make him a minister. But after this reflection, bj-the-bj, 
the Duke burst out with a truly magnificent peroration : 

'* I said I had no cause in common with the Opposition, and eould 

Q 
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not assist them in penevering in a line of taking his Majesty prisoner, 
and binding him hand and foot in the manner in which he had de- 
scribed to me. That I felt I owed eYer3rthing to him. He had con- 
tinned me Ay father's hononrs, although opposed to his minbter. He 
had augmented them, and had placed me upon one step only lower 
than that upon which his throne was placed, and htuA. done so in my 
case alone ; that I felt I owed him a debt of gratitude, and that he 
never should think even that I had forsaken him, or would forsake 
him ; that I would prove it now by humbly placing in his hands — ^not 
his minister's — all the support and strength which I possessed ; and 
that, 80 long as he found reason to support ministers, I would plaee my 
strength in his hands to do the like ; but espedaHy requested him to 
understand that I would have nothing to say to his minister. 

" The King thanked me most warmly, expressed his gratitude, said 
he should never forget it, and I then kissed bis hand. His Migesty 
wished me my health, again expressed his gratitude, and I left him." 

This is the real grand old maimer of the aristocrats, at a 
time when such language was more than a mere form. It 
is clear, from this and other passages, that the Duke of 
Buckingham still cherished hopes of playing over again the 
part acted by his father in 1783, and of reasserting the pe- 
culiar prerogatives of the House of Grenville, which con- 
sisted in being the Deus ex mackina in- every great political 
crisis. " Thus," says he, " I have established myself in the 
Eing^s confidence, and have made it necessary for his Ma- 
jesty to call upon me the firsif time Canning and the Whigs 
come to blows, which must be soon." But the gem of the 
whole narrative is to come. The Duke of Buckingham ex- 
plained to his son, the Marquis of Chandos (the late Duke), 
what had passed between himself and the King ; and his 
son, he says, ^' acknowledged the advantages of the line 
which I had adopted, and saw the almost necessary result 
of the ministers' quarrelling, and my being called in. But 
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I see that his objection lies too deep to Canning to be got 
at and remored, and that although he sees my support is 
the least satisfactory thing to Canning in the world, giren 
as it will be given, and that it is much better calculated to 
turn him out, instead of keeping him in, yet it is ' support,' 
and not opposition to him, and that Chandos cannot bring 
himself to." There is an astonishing naivete in these words ; 
they eyince a power of self-deception which is enormous, 
and plainly prove how completely the old oligarchical tradi- 
tions still possessed the Duke's mind, and how honestly 
convinced he was that a man like Canning was an inferior 
being, with whom it was quite unnecessary to keep the 
same measures as he would have felt bound to observe to- 
wards his equals. It is almost a pity, we think, that this 
passage was printed ; for to many persons who are unable 
to take these words in connexion with the whole family his- 
tory, they will make the Duke appear to be a worse man 
than he was. 

Our readers are aware that the Duke's ambition was dis- 
appointed. Canning died in office, and the Duke was out of 
England at the time. In all the stirring events of 1828 
and 1829 he took no part. But even had he been able to 
do so, the time had evidently gone by when the House 
of Grenville could decide the destinies of the nation. The 
people were awakened, and the days of the ^' Houses" were 
numbered. Henceforth we hear no more of " third parties," 
of ^^ standing by the sovereign," of lieutenants and vice- 
lieutenants. Unfortunately, however, the concluding vo- 
lumes of the Grenville Annals, i.e. <^ The Court and Cabinets 
of William lY. and Queen Victoria," are singularly meagre 

q2 
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in information respecting the proceedings of the family. 
We know that in 1832 the Marqois of Chandos left his 
mark upon the Reform Bill, and that seems to have been 
the last great political action of the Grenville clan. In 
1835 and in 1839 opportunities occurred in which the Duke 
might hare distinguished himself. But he did nothing. It 
is to be presumed, indeed, that his health was failing, for 
he died in 1839, only five years later than one of his uncles, 
and seven years before the other. His death, however, 
terminates the third generation of the family ; and with a 
brief sketch of the fourth, as represented by the late Duke, 
we conclude our article. 

The author of the " Chandos Clause*' was bom in 1797, 
and first entered Parliament in 1826 as member for the 
county of Bucks. He was a stanch Tory, and he and his 
father had many disagreements in consequence. They 
quarrelled about the management of the Duke's parlia- 
mentary interest during his retirement from England. 
They quarrelled again while he was absent over an address 
issued by Lord Chandos to the people of Buckingham- 
shire ; and the Duke considered it necessary to transmit a 
letter to England, to be pubHshed, in condemnation of 
these proceedings. The Marquis continued to sit for his 
county till his father's death, and during his stay in the 
House of Commons he distinguished himself by the passage 
of the " Chandos Clause" aforesaid, which, according to 
Lord John Russell, destroyed the symmetry of the Reform 
BUI ; and by obtaining a committee in 1836 to examine 
the agricultural grievances. His zeal in behalf of his con- 
stituency eaiTied him the title of " The Farmers' Friend." 
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And he gave a signal proof of his sincerity, some years 
afterwards, when he retired from the Cabinet of Sir Robert 
Peel rather than be a party to any alteration of the Com 
Laws. His resignation took place in 1842, and closed his 
political career. 

He now devoted himself to the arrangement and publi- 
cation of that series of memoirs on which this Article is 
founded. But six years after his retirement a heavier 
calamity fell upon him than the loss even of a cabinet seat. 
The Duke^s father had left England in 1827, for the pur- 
pose of nursing his estates, which had been cruelly encum- 
bered by his liberality to the French royal family during 
their exile in this country. They had been maintained at 
Hartwell with princely munificence. But after their return 
to France they conveniently forgot the obligation, and left 
their benefactor to struggle with his difficulties as he could. 
In addition to this source of embarrassment, the Duke's 
own expenditure had been conducted for many years upon 
a scale of lavish profusion, the results of which were visible 
in the splendid collection of curiosities which he possessed 
at Stowe. Finally, on an entertainment which he provided 
for her present Majesty he laid out so vast a sum as is 
thought to have very materially contributed to the calamity 
which eventually overtook him. In 1848 the crash came, 
and the same year saw the ruin of the House of Bourbon. 
There is a poetical justice in this coincidence which it is 
not perhaps childish to observe. The sale at Stowe took 
place in the month of September, and lasted twenty-one 
days. Our readers doubtless recollect the eloquent leading 
articles, the picturesque descriptions, and the imposing cata- 
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bowcW^ wlm^ lk<» I>ok» ms unboondedlj popular, and 
vW^^ bi$ politikal conskkncj and bis private munificence 
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We bave ttow« as ire pn^ftosed^ traced tbe bistoiy of this 
fibtiH^isbed iiittily for afauost a caitmj. If we have 
ooeaewwall^ been serexe on ^eir piincijdes of action, we 
bav« ttever ^^uestioned tbe force of tlieir abilities. They 
b<$FMA as Wbigs in tbe middle of tbe reign of Qeorge 
IL J tbey were Tories tbrongb tbe reign of Pitt ; they 
ttsssumed a neutral bue from tbe death of that minister 
to tbe burning of tbe reign of George IV. ; and they 
Inverted ^> extrt^me Toryism after tbe passage of the 
Bc^mu Bill As more than one of these changes was 
coupleil witli manifest advantages to themselves, without 
bwng recommended by any powerful extraneous reasons, 
impartial critics cannot extol the House of Grenville as a 
model of political purity. But they were not much worse 
than their neighbours. If they were ambitious, they were 
not oorrapt; and if they were often egotistic, they were 
never feeble or frivolous. Their greatness, however, be- 
longs to a phase of our representative system which has 
now passed away. A few great peers have still a few little 
boroughs, but the tendency is every day to diminish them. 
And the power of any one great house to stand between 
the sovereign and the parliament has, whether for good or 
for evil, departed out of England for ever. 
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We are not among the enthusiastic worshippers of the 
statesman whose life is now before us. So far are we from 
being so, that we cannot acquit him of grievous errors 
against friendship, against patriotism, and against policy. 
He deserted old connexions and formed new ones, either 
with no regard to principle, or, what is often as nearly as 
bad in a public man, with no regard to appearances. His 
relations with Burke are either openly condemned or else 
ignored, even by his present biographer. Nor do we anti- 
cipate that in the later stages of his work his lordship 
will find it possible to defend them. At the same time 
we have no doubt that except when goaded by sudden 
disappointment into conduct that defied consistency, he 
really endeavoured to act up to those great old principles 
which once played a splendid part in the history of 
our country; and which, if useless and cumbersome now, 
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are like ancient armonr, still venerable. The majestic 
maxims which were levelled against Bute and North seem 
as obsolete to ourselves as the equipment of the barons at 
Bunnymede, and we smile at the harmless old gentlemen 
who occasionally affect them as we might have done at 
the Eglintoun Tournament or at the man in brass. But 
in the time of Charles Fox they still had their uses. It is 
possible that at one time the Whigs may have had as much 
ground for apprehending an autocrat in George III. as the 
Tories had for apprehending a Mayor of the Palace in Sir 
Kobert Walpole. Then it was that Fox stood out boldly 
and brilliantly before the public gaze. His prowess was 
tremendous. He slashed and hacked his adversaries with 
extraordinary rapidity and severity. He took large views, 
and had immense confidence both in the resources of the 
English nation and the stability of the English aristocracy. 
Give up America, he would say, and you will derive twice 
the profit from a grateful ally that you would from an un- 
willing dependent. He lent his name to the wildest schemes 
of Eeform, which he laughed at in his sleeve, declaring 
that they could never hurt his order. There was nothing 
mean or timid in his character; and but for his private 
excesses he would probably have stood nearly at the head of 
that long list of worthies which Whiggism numbers in its 
ranks. Making every deduction, however," he was still a 
great man, and he lived in great times ; and although the 
legion of memoirs and epistolary correspondence relating 
to this period which have issued from the press during the 
last twenty years has familiarised us with its character, we 
still turn with unabated interest to those curious and 
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stormy scenes — ^to Lord North upon the Treasury Bench, 
fat, witty, and imperturbable — ^to Mr. Burke on the oppo- 
site ones, now sublimely eloquent, and now hurling a 
volume at the head of the provoking Premier — ^to that 
memorable evening when the snow was on the ground, and 
the fallen minister, who had unexpectedly announced his 
resignation, passed out to the only carriage in waiting 
through a shivering throng of his enemies, reminding them 
with a smile " what it was to be in the secret." We see 
shortly afterwards the new ministry coming in, looking 
awkward in their swords and fiill dresses, to which twelve 
long years of opposition had made them strangers; and 
we glow with excitement as we watch the fierce struggle 
of 1783, when a young statesman in his twenty-fifth 
year alone defied the united efforts of Fox and North, 
with a majority of the House of Conunons at their back. 

Charles Fox was bom in the year 1749, and the few 
necessary details of his family we may as well give in his 
lordship^s own words : 

Sir Stephen Fox, the father of the first Lord Holland, and the 
grandfather of Charles James Fox, held several subordinate offices in 
the reigns of Charles II. and William III. He was of humble origin, 
owed his introduction at court to Lord Percy, his promotion to Lord 
Clarendon, his favour with Charles II. to his punctuality in business, 
and his rise in the world under different sovereigns to his diligence and 
integrity. He married a second time at the advanced age of seventy- 
seven, and by his second marriage had two sons, who were made peers 
by the titles of Ilchester and Holland. He was by principle a Tory, 
and by affection a Jacobite. 

Henry Fox, the first Lord Holland, was a man of great parts, 
loose morals, more fond of money than of power, warm in his domestic 
attachments, jovial in his manners, an able debater, a corrupt politician. 
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Devoted to the party of Sir Bobert Walpole, he was, hj the favour of 
the Duke of Newcastle, made Secretary of State, with the lead of the 
House of Commous. But he was not entrusted with the patronage, 
and he thought himself unequal to the double task of managing the 
House of Commons and conducting public affairs in a difficult time. 
He therefore withdrew to the less conspicuous but lucrative office of 
Paymaster of the Forces, which in time of war yielded thirty, forty, 
and even fifty thousand pounds in one year to its fortunate possessor. 
He married against the will of her father, Lady Caroline Lennox, the 
daughter of the Duke of Richmond. The Duke^s repugnance to this 
connexion has been attributed to family pride, but other reasons may 
have weighed with him. For Henry Fox had not only been embar- 
rassed in his circumstances, but by his notorious want of principle, as 
well as of fortune, must have alarmed the parents of a young lady 
who was among the noblest and fairest of the land. 

After following Mr. Pitt for some years as Paymaster, Mr. Fox was 
fixed upon by Lord Bute as the ablest leader he could find to defend 
the peace of Paris. In order to do this he deserted the Duke of Cum- 
berland, with whom he was then connected, and again became Secre- 
tary of State. He has been accused of an extent of corruption and 
intimidation with a view to obtain a majority for the peace unequalled 
in the history of the House of C<Mnmons. But this is probably an ex- 
aggeration. • He stipulated for a peerage with the rank of earl as the 
reward of his success ; a barony was given him, but the earldom was 
withheld. When Lord Bute, being reproached by Mr. Fox with this 
breach of faith, said, ^* It was only a pious fraud,'' Lord Holland quickly 
relied, " I perceive the fraud, my Lord, but not the piety." Lord Hol- 
land was forced by the Grenville ministry to resign the Pay-Office ; the 
rest of his Hf e was . passed in some favour with the Court, but in no 
ostensible position in office, or in the House of Lords. A singular 
remark is quoted of his dying hours, which at least shows composure 
and good humour. ^* If Mr. Selwyn calls again," he said to his servant, 
** let him in ; if I am alive, I shall be very glad to see him, and, if I 
am dead, he will be very glad to see me !" 

The '^ accuser'* here alluded to is, we suppose, Lord 
Macaulay, who, in his second essay on Chatham, observes 
with characteristic audacity : " Bute was made to compre- 
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'^ bend that the ministry conld be saved only by practising 
" the tactics of Walpole to an extent at which Walpole him- 
" self would have stared. The Pay-Office was turned into a 
'^ mart for votes. Hundreds of members were closeted there 
" with Fox, and, as there is too much reason to believe, de- 
« parted carrying with them the wages of infamy. It was 
" affirmed by persons who had the best opportunities of ob- 
" taining information, that twenty-five thousand pounds were 
'' thus paid away in a single morning.^' 

In 1758 Fox went to Eton, where he remained till 1764. 
During this period he visited the Continent with his father, 
and before he was fifteen was familiar with the vices of 
manhood. After the exciting occupations of gambling at 
Spa and intriguing at Paris, school life, we should think, 
must have seemed rather slow, and even Horace a bore. 
Lord John tells us that on his return he was laughed at by 
the boys, who probably disbelieved his stories, and soon 
after flogged by the masters, who found that he neglected 
his exercises. Yet he was not sufficiently mature or suf- 
ficiently sensitve to resent the indignity as some lads would 
have done; and when he went to Oxford in 1764, the 
effect of this early dissipation seems in great measure to 
have vanished. He read hard, mathematics as well as 
classics, and acquired a thorough familiarity with the latter, 
to which the simplicity of his style and his numerous and 
apt allusions sufficiently testify. It was about this time 
that Fox's mother paid a visit to Lady Chatham, and pre- 
dicted of William Pitt, then only eight years old, that he 
would be " a thorn in Charles's side as long as he lived." 
Fox left Oxford in 1766, and after travelling about a 
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year and a half, returned to England in the autumn of 
1768. In the month of May following he was elected 
for the borough of Midhurst, and took his seat in the 
House of Commons in the November of that year. He 
made his first speech according to our present author on 
the 9th of March, 1769, or two months before he was 
elected ! Such is the noble lord's carelessness or inac- 
curacy. But before proceeding with his parliamentary 
career we will pause upon the threshold to inquire among 
what kind of politicians and public men the young orator 
now found himself. 

The complete demoralisation of the great Whig body 
which forty years of power had induced, and its divi- 
sion into those cliques or connexions which have already 
been noticed in this volume, alone enabled George III. 
to carry out his Toiy views. The Grenvilles, the Russells, 
and the Pelhams were jealous of each other, and Pitt 
was jealous of them all. By judiciously taking ad- 
vantage of these divisions, the King was able to enjoy 
a much greater share of power than had fallen to the 
lot of any English sovereign in the eighteenth century. 
And though he was several times driven from his position 
by a combined effort of the oligarchy, yet he always re- 
covered it in the end; and that he was able to maintain 
Mr. Pitt in office in 1784, is the best proof that he had 
effected a real and permanent change. 

Newcastle, as he was the greatest pillar of the old system, 
so he was the first to fall irrecoverably under the new one. 
But the pear was not yet ripe. Bute, who had ' destroyed 
him, was in turn compelled to yield to George Grenville, 
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who received for a time the support of the Bedford Whigs. 
But their own fends, and the incessant efforts of the King 
to form an independent party, were enough to prevent any 
Whig ministry from holding its ground long. George 
made use of Lord Eockingham to turn out Grenville, whose 
prosy harangues had wearied him to death, and whose dic- 
tatorial insolence he never forgave. But the Rockingham 
party could not stand alone. Pitt refused to coalesce, be- 
cause he differed from the Marquis on America, and per- 
haps also because he began to think himself the real master 
of the situation. Ten years before, he doubtless would 
have been so. But when his second administration was 
formed, his intellect was on the wane. He soon began to 
absent himself from Parliament, and the (jovemment vir- 
tually fell into the hands of the Duke of Grafton, the fifth 
Prime Minister within the space of eight years. Grafton, 
too, resigned in January, 1770; and then the King^s 
triumph was complete. Lord North became minister, un- 
fettered by " connexions," and George lit became Eong, 
unfettered by a minister. 

No impartial mind can doubt that for the success of his 
policy the King was mainly indebted to the Whigs them- 
selves. The unanswerable proof, afforded by the mere 
personal nature of their feuds, that they were no longer 
devoted to the furtherance of great principles, but were 
wrangling only over the distribution of the plunder, must 
have disgusted the purer and better part of both Parlia- 
ment and the nation ; while practical members of the House 
of Commons must have begun to ask themselves what was 
to be gained by supporting a party which could not 
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guarantee them office for two sessions together. Wed- 
derbnrne was an instance of the latter sort of men ; the 
majority of the country gentlemen of the former. 

It was just at this moment that Fox entered Parlia- 
ment, and within a month of Lord North's elevation be- 
came one of the Lords of the Admiralty. Lord John 
Eussell attributes this conduct to a perverse admiration of 
the Court. We should rather attribute it to a natural 
aversion for the Whigs. Nothing is more likely than that 
a young man of Fox's temperament should catch up eagerly 
all that was either novel or noble in the Tory system ; and 
that there was something of each in it is obvious. If Fox 
was, as Lord John Bussell thinks, an imitator of Lord 
Bohngbroke in private life, nothing is more probable than 
that he should for a while have imitated him also in 
public life. George III. had a good share of native 
sagacity, as events had most thoroughly proved, but 
he was the last man in his kingdom to comprehend 
a character Hke Fox. When a youthful politician, of 
his rank and genius, had once stated in Parliament that 
Lord North was "a minister whose general conduct he 
so much approved, and whose political principles he 
admired ; a minister who, with unexampled resolution, had 
stood forth in the most critical and dangerous moment 
to free his country from that anarchy and confusion into 
which it was about to be plunged by factious and iU-design- 
ing men;" everything else should have been given unto 
him. In dismissing Mr. Fox for an obnoxious vote, we 
are not certain that George m. did not lose a valuable and 
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lasting adherent, as he certainly made for himself a bitter 
and nncompromising enemy. 

The immediate cause and manner of Fox's dismissal was 
in this wise, though he had preyiously given offence by his 
motion on the Koyal Marriage Bill : 

Within little more than a year of his acceptance of office, on a ques- 
tion of committing Woodfall the printer to the custody of the Sergeant- 
at- Arms, Mr. Fox burst out against the Press and the City, and moved 
that Woodfall be committed to Newgate. Lord North promised his 
support, tried to retract, owned himself bound to vote with Fox if he 
persisted, and finally was dragged off by his junior Lord of the Trea- 
sury in a minority of 68 to 152. The King noticed the transaction in 
the following terms : 

'* I am greatly inceMed at the presumption of Charles Fox in forcing 
you to vote with him last night ; but approve much of your making 
your friends vote in the majority. Indeed, that young man has so 
thoroughly cast off every principle of common honour and honesty, 
that he must become as contemptible as he is odious. I hope you 
wHl let him know that you are not insensible of his conduct towards 
you.** 

On the 24th of February, Charles Fox was dismissed from the Board 
of Treasury. It is said that on this occasion Lord North wrote him 
the following laconic note : " His Majesty has thought proper to order 
a new Commission of Treasury to be made out, in which I do not see 
you name. — ^Nobth." 

Lord North was now at the head of what at the present 
day is so much talked of and so little understood, ^'a strong 
government." But " a strong government," says Lord 
John, " which overleaps wisdom and violates justice, is one 
of the worst evils that can hefal a country." He here, 
however, falls into the identical fallacy which had hetrayed 
Bolingbroke in the treatise already mentioned. For who 
is to determine what wisdom and justice are ? But to pro- 
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ceed — Fox's attitude towards the American war was sensi- 
ble and consistent thronghont. He was clear of all the 
miserable intrigues and contradictory legislation of the 
previous ten years. He had taken no part in the ill-judged 
Stamp Act of Grenville, or the futile compromise of Eock- 
.ingham ; who at once irritated the colonists by his Declara- 
tory Act, and emboldened them by yielding everything 
which made the Declaration, real. This was the shoal upon 
which the Rockingham Cabinet was wrecked. Mr. Pitt, 
who had joined this party in their opposition to the Stamp 
Act, refused his adhesion to the new ministry unless the 
principle of taxation were surrendered. But here Burke 
and Eockingham were inexorable, and matters were left to 
take their course. Fox, however, was unencumbered by 
any of these reminiscences. And it may be that the com- 
paratively free line he was enabled to take upon this ques- 
tion, no less than the influence which his superior debating 
powers had acquired for him, may have conduced to the 
high position which he occupied at the dissolution of the 
North administration. There can be no doubt, however, of 
the injury then done to Mr. Burke, though at the time he 
bore up against it nobly. It is in vain for "the Eevolution 
Families " to try to shake off the stigma which their treat- 
ment of this illustrious man has fixed upon them. It may 
be that Burke's exclusion from the second Chatham admi- 
nistration was principally owing to Chatham himself. But 
then, after all, Chatham was not the man to have promoted 
him. He belonged to a different school of politicians. But 
why was not Burke higher in Lord Eockingham's own 
cabinet in '66, and again in '82 ? Why was he permitted 
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to sink into the background during the latter days of the 
North administration, and actually " distrusted " by his 
friends, though he was almost the only statesman of mark 
who from his entrance into political life had been true to 
one party ? Lord John Russell admits, though apparently 
with some idea that it is still an open question, that Rock^ 
ingham would have done well in 1782 to have given Burke 
a seat in the cabinet ; and complacently adds, " that with 
Mr. Fox for his leader, he might soon have learned the 
necessary caution." But is this the way to speak of a man 
who had been the saviour of the whole Whig party, and 
who elsewhere is entitled by Lord John himself, " the 
pastor and master of Mr. Fox ? " No doubt there was 
in Burke a deficiency of the practical element. He could 
not condescend to the difficulties of ordinary minds ; and, 
when they lagged behind him, was apt to grow angry and 
contemptuous. " Burke," said Fox himself, .at a later 
period, "was often right, but then he was right too soon ;" 
a fault which, of all others, is the most damaging under a 
system of representative government. Still for all this, 
and twice as much as all this, the splendid services which 
Burke had rendered to his party were a full equivalent. 
Nor did they sufficiently consider how much of this very 
irritability and violence was due to the neglect and ingra- 
titude of those, whose pride it should have been to share 
his confidence, to aid in his advancement, and to win his 
love. 

Violence, however, in those days was not confined to 
Edmund Burke, as witness the following : 

Mr. Fox had made a vehement attack on Mr. Adaoi} who bad 
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changed from the Opposition to the Ministerial side, and had given as 
a reason for his change, that, although the Ministers were not very 
competent, no persons more competent were to be found among their 
opponents. Mr. Fox, confounding mental power with moral rectitude, 
described the Minister as turning round on his new defender and saying 
to him, " Begone ! begone, wretch ! who delightest in libelling man- 
kind, confounding virtue and vice, and insulting the man whom thou 
pretendest to defend, by saying to his face that he certainly is in- 
famous, but that there others still more so." 

Mr. Adam, having in vain endeavoured to obtain an explanation 
of this speech from Mr. Fox, to be inserted in the newspapers, sent 
Major Humberston to arrange the particulars of a hostile meeting. 
The meeting accordingly took place in Hyde Park, at eight o'clock in 
the morning of the 29th of November. After the ground had been 
measured, Mr. Adam desired Mr. Fox to lire, to which Mr. Fox re- 
plied, " Sir, I have no quarrel with you, do you fire." Mr. Adam 
fired; Mr. Fox then fired without effect. Upon this the seconds. 
Colonel Fitz.Pa trick and Major Humberston, interfered, asking Mr. 
Adam if he was satisfied. . Mr. Adam replied, " Will Mr. Fox declare 
he meant no personal attack upon my character ?" Upon which Mr. 
Fox said, " This is no place for apologies," and desired Mr. Adam to 
go on. Mr. Adam fired his second pistol without efi«ct. Mr. Fox 
fired his remaining pistol in the air, and said that, as the affair was 
ended, he had no difficulty in declaring he meant no more personal 
affront to Mr. Adam than he did to either of the other gentlemen pre- 
sent. Mr. Adam replied : " Sir, yon have behaved like a man of 
honour." Mr. Fox then mentioned that he believed himself wounded. 
On opening his waistcoat, it was found that Mr. Adam's first ball had 
taken effect, but that the wound was very slight. The wits of Oppo- 
sition said that Mr. Adam had used Government powder, notorious for 
being deficient in strength. No men were better friends in after life 
than Mr. Fox and Mr. Adam. Mr. Adam had that openness of temper 
and cordiality of disposition which peculiarly suited Mr. Fox. Indeed, 
of all Lord North's adherents, he and Lord North's son were singular 
in remaining faithful to Mr. Fox during the French war. 

The " Parliamentary sense'* of the English language can 
be stretched no farther than this— the wretch idio delights 
in libelling mankind and confounding yirtne and rice, is 
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told that no personal affiront is intended to him. It is only 
in Parliament that he is supposed to indulge himself in 
these his favourite amusements. We do not think the man 
who used these words had much right to insinuate a want 
of caution or courtesy in other people. 

The American "War, as is weU known, broke down Lord 
North's administration. On the 20th of March, 1782, his 
resignation took place, and was followed by eighteen months 
of parliamentary confusion, till the sceptre was finally 
grasped by the firm hand of William Pitt. The first administra- 
tion was, of course, headed by Lord Eockingham, with Shel- 
bume and Fox as Secretaries of State, and Burke nowhere. 
Fox and Shelbume early began to differ, the latter being 
honoured with more of the royal confidence than was agree- 
able to his colleague, besides being detected in carrying on 
a separate correspondence with the French Court, in rela- 
tion to the Peace of Versailles. In July, Lord Rocking- 
ham died, and then these half-smothered animosities burst 
out into a flame. The King and his party insisted on 
making Lord Shelbume Premier, and Fox and his party 
at once went into Opposition. Shelbume made Pitt, then 
only twenty-four, his Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
prepared to encounter the formidable coalition which Fox 
had unwisely effected with his old Tory friend Lord North. 
On the 21st of February, 1783, a motion censuring the 
Treaty of Versailles was carried against the ministry by a 
majority of 17, and Lord Shelbume at once resigned. He 
was the Ejng's favourite minister, and with all our high 
opinion of Lord North's character, we cannot but regret 
that he should have taken so prominent a part in thwarting 
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the personal wishes of the sovereign, who, whatever his 
public errors, had invariably treated himself with marked 
confidence and kindness. Nor was the occasion one which 
demanded the sacrifice of such sentiments. For the peace 
which he joined in condemning he was virtually answerable 
himself, and the minister he helped to overthrow was the 
representative of the very same system which for twelve 
years he had administered. Had eleven short months been 
enough to convince him of his error, it would at least have 
been wise not to discredit his conversion by so hasty an 
attempt to resume the power he had lost. The coalition, 
in fact, was from one point of view or other, disgraceful to 
all parties, and ended as it justly deserved to do, after a 
short-lived gleam of sunshine, in the complete discomfiture 
of its authors. 

Of this coalition administration. Lord John has very 
little to say in vindication. One important lesson may 
however be learned from the fate which overtook the 
authors of that ill-judged transaction; namely, that the 
people of this country are incapable of appreciating those 
subtleties of reasoning by which statesmen justify such pro- 
ceedings to themselves ; and that they judge of public men 
for the most part on tangible and general grounds. Fox 
never regained the popularity which he lost by this move- 
ment, though a hundred good reasons for it might be ad- 
duced by his particular friends. The broad fact could not 
be got over. He had agreed to fight side by side with a 
man of whom he disapproved not only the policy, but the 
principles, when it became clear to him that he could obtain 
office on no other terms. This was the only light in which 
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the public could be brought to see it. The conductor of 
the American War and the champion of prerogative, was 
embraced by the opponent of both, when the far more im- 
portant object of 5000/. a year was to be gained by their 
agreement. We do not mean either that Fox or North 
were really actuated by such motives ; but the people will 
never believe that compacts of this kind are entirely free 
from such considerations, and those who imitate the ambi- 
tion of Mr. Fox, must expect to incur the same punish- 
ment. We are very far from thinking ill of Mr. Fox ; we 
believe that nature intended him for a statesman of the 
first rank, but circumstances interfered with her intention. 
His early life, and the companions to whom he was intro- 
duced while yet in his teens, had done their work on his cha- 
racter by the time he was called upon to take a leading part 
in public affairs. A disposition to undervalue the scruples of 
ordinary men, is one of the first products of a life of early 
dissipation. But all experience shows us that he who 
begins by despising the obligations by which his inferiors 
are bound, is very likely to end in a state of general uncer- 
tainty about all obligations whatever. His moral vigour 
is dimmed, and his resisting force abated. So it was with 
Charles Fox; nor were the politicians among whom his 
early experience was formed at all calculated to inspire him 
with a respect for poHtical principles, or faith in political 
pledges. The sordid and selfish intrigues which made the 
first ten years of George III.'s reign the most disgraceful 
period of our parliamentary history had at length been 
succeeded by a vigorous and permanent administration ; 
yet after twelve years of strong government, this country 
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found herself at a low^r pitdi in the European system than 
she had occupied since the Eevobition. It would seem, 
then, that neither Whigs or Tories were any longer able to 
produce a great man, who was at once superior to faction 
and equal to the highest duties of government. Something 
like a contempt for aU his contemporaries must have in- 
spired Fox at this period : a scorn of the mysteries of 
statesmanship, and a distrust of political virtue. When, 
after breaking up the strong and well-cemented Tory 
phalanx which had supported Lord North, he found him- 
self suddenly thwarted by a mere boy, — ^when something 
told him, in spite of himself, that in the youthful Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer he had encountered a genius equal 
to his own, combined with a native aptitude for government 
of a far higher order, — ^his astonishment and mortification 
must have been unbounded. Something must be done, and 
that speedily, to put down this rising rival, and unfortu- 
nately Fox chose the wrong thing. There was yet one man 
in the Whig ranks with whom, if Fox could have made up 
his mind to co-operate earnestly and faithfully, he might 
possibly have been enabled to triumph over the young Wil- 
liam Pitt, and change the history of the Whig party. We 
say " possibly," but we do not think it probable that even 
that combination would have succeeded. There was evi- 
dently a reaction in the public mind in favour of prero- 
gative as such. However the King might appear to those 
who knew hini intimately, to the public at large he was 
the most honest public man of the day. That their sove- 
reign should wish to exercise some share of real power had 
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not yet come to seem strange or intolerable to the British 
people. They were still highly monarchical. George III. 
also exhibited in his own person all those domestic yirtaes 
which Englishmen prize, and in which the Whig leaders 
were deficient ; while the growing alliance between Fox and 
the Prince of Wales was sufficient to disgust a people who 
still retained a deep sense of filial obligations. On the 
other hand, the Whigs were no longer identified with any 
great popular movements. Jacobitism was dead ; Parlia- 
mentary Beform was in its infancy ; Roman Catholic Eman- 
cipation was eminently an unpopular idea, and the King^s 
known opposition to it only served to strengthen pubUc 
confidence in his own personal authority. Under these 
circumstances we repeat it is doubtful even if the closest 
union between Fox and Edmund Burke could have reha- 
bilitated the Whig party, or prolonged for any considerable 
time their lease of administration. But we maintain that 
this was Fox's only chance ; and that, in forming his coali- 
tion with North, he was taking the one step above all 
others calculated to seal the doom of his party, and to 
convince the public, once for all, of their total want of 
principle, patriotism, or loyalty. That he should have 
taken such a step as this we attribute to the moral callous- 
ness which his early education had induced, to the contempt 
for public men with which recent events had inspired him, 
and to that confidence in his own character which great 
social popularity has a tendency to produce in all men, but 
especially in men like Fox. That colloquial geniality, that 
fatal bonhomie which made him the hero of the supper, the 
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gaming-table, or the race-course, led him, as it has done 
many another man, into a false security. It was impossible 
that a man who had so many devoted personal friends could 

do anything dishonourable. Would , and , and 

, associate with him if he were a fellow capable of sor- 
did and selfish ambition? It was impossible. Many a 
man by a similar train of reasoning becomes, as it were, a 
sort of practical Antinomian ; and believing it impossible 
for himself to do wrong, does it right and left. Such we 
consider to be the best excuse that can be made for Charles 
Fox at this period of his career. But if his error was a 
grave one, his punishment was equal to the offence. Ex- 
clusion from office for the remainder of his life ; the loss of 
his oldest and dearest political fi-iendship, and the total 
break-up of that once powerful and popular party which he 
had hoped to lead to victory, were more than an atonement 
for this one most unfortunate transgression. 

The conduct of political parties during the period to 
which this volume is confined, is narrated by Lord John 
Bussell with great frankness and fairness, and his narrative 
is interspersed with remarks, which, coming from a states- 
man in his present position, are both curious and instruc- 
tive. Thus of coalition, he says : 

Nor is it true, as Mr. Fox seems to have more than once thought, 
that by comtining the chief leaders of weight in debate and experience 
in affairs, a body might be formed of sufficient power to overcome all 
resistance and defy all competition. Where there is a public sentiment, 
especially if that sentiment is shared or inspired by the sovereign, there 
will not be wanting in this country, nurse as it is of free discussion, men 
capable of becoming the organs and the leaders of a popular and powerful 
party. Thus Mr. Pitt, in 1783 and 1784, without a colleague in the 
House of Commons, defied Mr. Fox, Lord North, Mr. Burke, Mr. Sheri- 
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dan, and Mr. Erskine. Thus, Mr. Percevali in 1807, defeated the coalition 
of Lord Grey and Lord Grenville, and led his fanatical majority with 
undaunted spirit and unquestionable success. Eighteen years of power 
consolidated the victorious party of Mr. Pitt; twenty years of Tory 
administration followed the triumph of Mr. Perceval. 

This is a most important admission from the present 
Foreign Secretary. 

Again, of Mr. Pitt, he says : 

Thus, in the course of little more than three years from Mr. Pitt's 
acceptance of office as First Lord of the Treasury, great financial and 
commercial reforms had been accomplished. By laying on a sufficient 
amount of taxes to meet the expenditure of the year, public credit had 
been raised and confirmed. By just economy a surplus of a million 
had been secured on the balance-sheet, and this sum had been strictly 
appropriated to the diminution of the national debt. Commerce and 
manufactures had been promoted by a treaty with France, founded on 
principles mutually beneficial. For the further benefit of trade, a dark 
and confused chaos of duties had been penetrated by the light of order 
and simplicity. The nation, overcoming its difficulties, and rising 
buoyant from its depression, b^an rapidly to increase its wealth, to 
revive its spirit, and renew its strength. 

Such was the work of Bfr. Pitt, now no longer the minister of the 
Court, but of the nation. The cry of secret influence, and the imputa- 
tion of his being the organ of an unseen power, was heard less and 
less as the resources of his powerful understanding developed their 
energies and ripened their fruits. During this period the conduct of 
Mr. Fox, though not wanting in ability and in eloquence, betrayed the 
deficiencies of a mind ready for the debate of the day, but not stored 
with the reasonings of economical writers, or directed by an enlarged 
view of the liberal policy of a mercantile people. Whether, while 
embracing the prejudices of manufacturers, he opposed the Irish pro- 
positions, or, while listening to national animosities, he denounced the 
commercial treaty with France, he displayed on either question a mind 
whose notions of commerce were erroneous, and whose patriotism 
fostered national jealousy, in place of cultivating national firiendship. 

So, too, at page 213 : 
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At tbe end of the American War the finances of Great Britain and 
France were oenonaly deranged. In five years Wilfiam Pitt, by jndi- 
(dons retrenchment, by impoats cheerfolly borne, and by allowing tbe 
energy of the nation finee scope, had restored public credit and con- 
firmed public order. A popular sovereign rdgned ever a contented 
people, who filled tbe public A>ffer8 and supported a monarchy which 
they loved« 

The following sketch of Mirabeau is above Lord John's 
average : 

Mirabeau was a man of violent passion, of debauched habits — the 
product of a despotic court and a corrupt state of society ; often im- 
prisoned in the Bastille, constantly involved in debt, running from one 
mistress to another, the slave of his necessities and his impulses, with- 
out fixed principles of any kind, no sense of personal dignity, no 
scruples, no integrity. But he was a man of genius; he had conceived 
the idea of a monarchy tempered by liberty, and he was eager to 
adapt the institutions of England to his own country. He was bold 
in coandl, eloquent in the Assembly ; he had a natural mastery over 
the minds of tiiose whom he addressed, and he soon obtained a won- 
derfol ascendency over the people of France. He never yielded his 
opinion to the vagne theories of philosophers, or the senseless clamour 
of a mob. In his speeches he defended, with admirable reason and 
force, the royal prerogative of peace and war. He marked with ability 
and precision the outlines of a representative constitution. He was 
the true apostle of monarchy as it is understood in England. 

The subjoined mU show Lord John's opinion on the 
" balance of power," and may serve perhaps as some indi- 
cation how far he is to be relied apon as an advocate of 
non-intervention : 

It will be seen from these extracts how fully Mr. Fox recognised the 
doctrine of the balance of power as a guarantee for the security and 
interests of Great Britain. In fact, there are but few and short steps 
between the maintenance of that balance and the insecurity of our 
national independence. The balance of power can only be overthro¥m 
by the preponderance of one great State ; a great preponderant State 
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would threaten the independence of aU its neighbonzs, and Great 
Britain woold only hare a choice between snbmiasion and war. So 
that the words " balance and power," which appear to many minds to 
conyey an idol theory, or a flimsy disguise, do in &ct mean the main- 
tenance of the liberties and independence of the British people. 

We have now to torn to some passages of a more 
questionable character. On the affair of Mrs. Fitzherbert, 
Lord John quotes a letter of Fox to the Prince of Wales, 
in which he says : 

The sum of my hnmble advice, nay, of my most earnest entreaty, 
is this — ^that your Royal Highness would not think of marrying till 
you can marry legaUy. Wben that time comes you must judge for 
yourself ; and no doubt you will take into consideration both what is 
dne to private honour and your public station. In the mean i^hile, a 
mock marriage (for it can be no other) is neither honourable for any 
of the parties, nor, with respect to your Royal Highness, even safe. 
This appears so clear to me that, if I were Mrs. FUzherbert^s Jbther or 
brother, I would advise her not by any means to agree to it, and to 
prefer any other species of connexion with you to one leading to so 
much misery and mischief.'* 

The extraordinary moral obliquity of Fox^s mind could 
not be better shown than by this piece of advice : " If I were 
Mrs. Yitz^erherVB father or brother" — I would recommend 
her to become your mistress I Making all due allowance 
for the circumstances of this particular case, and the general 
laxity of the period, we must confess that in our estimation 
this letter is no degree short of infamous. The lowest 
depravity of the Court of Louis XV. did not go beyond 
brothers and fathers recommending their sisters and 
daughters to yield to his Majesty^s solicitations. Yet, here 
was the leader of that political party in England supposed 
to be specially inimipAl to the vices of courts, gravely 
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assuring the heir apparent that a sister's yirtae was not to 
be weighed for a moment against the danger of a disputed 
succession. That Fox was capable of uttering such a 
sentiment as this, explains much of his career, and proves 
how deeply the lessons of his youth had eaten into his 
natural powers of discriminating between right and wrong. 
Lord John, however, merely observes : 

It has been said with truth that this letter, while it discouraged 
an illegal marriage, tended to favour an illicit connexion. It must 
be confessed that Mr. Fox and his friends were not at all more scrupu- 
lous on this head than Henry lY. of France, Charles II., the Duke of 
Grafton, Lord Sandwich, and other statesmen of the preceding age, or 
the Prince of Wales and the Duke of York of his own time. 

We have no sympathy with excessive prudery. The 
vices of private men are sometimes the virtues of kings. 
It may be better for his people that a sovereign should 
make a mistress of his inferior than a queen. But that 
docs not prove that it was right for the inferior to be made 
so. Because it might have been unwise for the Prince to 
marry Mrs. Fitzherbert, that would have been no justifica- 
tion in a brother who should have advised her to dispense 
with the ceremony. There was nothing worse in Louis 
XV.th's connexion with Madame Bu Barry than with any 
other woman ; but mankind have been unanimous in the 
detestation they have evinced for her relations. There 
would have been nothing worse in Charles II.'s adoption of 
Alice Bridgenorth into his harem than of any other girl ; 
but would this diminish the criminality of the uncle who 
took her there? Lord John has made a sad mistake in 
his comment on this particular letter : he had better have 
said nothing about it, but if he said anything, it should 



CHARLES JAMES FOX. 253 

scarcely have been a half-humorous comparison between 
Fox and other profligates, who, after all, never did what 
Fox says he would have done, namely, sacrifice a daughter's 
honour to save a patron's crown. 

With a brief comment on one other passage, we must 
conclude : 

The sei>aration of Mr. Burke from his party was a natural conse- 
quence of the position he had assumed in his book. The breach of 
friendship with Mr. Fox was an effect of his own wilful intemperance. 
But it was no momentary passion which confirmed and widened the 
breach. Mr. Burke did not rest till he had estranged from Mr. Fox 
many of his best friends, and broken into fragments " the great and 
firm body" of the English Whigs. 

Now this WO totally deny. Mr. Burke remained to the 
last a consistent 1688 Whig. There were no Whig prin- 
ciples at work in the French Revolution, or if there were, 
they were very speedily extinguished. But it was neces- 
sary, as it has often been at other times, that the party in 
opposition should keep up a distinction between themselves 
and the party in office, though there is no real difference 
remaining. The exigency of the situation makes this hypo- 
crisy excusable. But whenever it is made the basis of 
action, it is sure to lead to a very considerable secession 
from the ranks of the party which adopt it. Men not im- 
mediately interested in obtaining office, and who have all 
their lives thought more of principles than of power, will 
be certain to revolt from such a policy, however iadispen- 
sable to party purposes. When this state of affairs came 
about between 1790-1800, Burke was the first to set the 
example of fidelity to principles at the cost of apostasy to 
party. If the only distinction left between Whig and Tory 
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was approval or disapproral of the French Revolution, if all 
otiier differences had now been expnnged, he wonld not be 
the slave of a mere name — ^and they might caU him a Tory 
if they liked. On all other points he was stiU the same. 
And if his old friends chose to ignore everything else but 
this one point, they might do so. He would die in the 
constitutional creed of which he had lived a supporter, and 
had embalmed in his immortal writings. Posterity has re- 
spected, and, for the most part, endorsed his motives, while 
the subsequent history of France has amply proved Ids 
wisdom. 



MR. CANNING * 

In the year 1831, the author of the present volume, who 

was for some years the private secretary of the celebrated 

statesman whose career he has midertaken to depict, gave 

to the world a " Political Life " of Mr. Canning from his 

acceptance of the Foreign Office in 1822 till his death in 

1827. As the chief, if not the exclasive, object of that 

work was to vindicate the foreign policy of Mr. Canning, 

we find in it comparatively few traces of his influence upon 

other great questions of the day — the Com Laws, Eoman 

Catholic Emancipation, and the Reform Bill. With the 

scope and composition of the Political Life we have no fault 

to find. Restricted, with the exception of a few months, 

to the period during which Mr. Canning presided at the 

Foreign Office, it would naturally and easily have fallen 

within the limits imposed upon it, even had no such specific 

intention actuated the biographer. But we confess to a 

feeling of disappointment, when we discovered that, in the 
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Yoluine now before us, all those important questions of 
domestic policy with which Mr. Canning's name is more or 
less associated, were treated with the same brevity. It is 
not indeed surprising that any man whose youth and early 
manhood were passed in the intimate society of Mr. 
Canning should have habituated himself to elevate foreign 
affairs above every other political consideration. The elo- 
quence, wisdom, and honesty which adorned and dignified 
the foreign policy of this countiy during the last five years 
of Mr. Canning's life, not less than the critical character of 
the events then taking place both in Europe and Amerita, 
combined to give a prominence to this department of affairs, 
which for twenty years after the Reform Bill was mono- 
polised by domestic politics. And at the same political 
stage at which the death of his patron' left him, Mr. 
Stapleton has, we presume, continued ever since. Foreign 
affairs are still not merely the central, but the engrossing 
subject of his pen. But notwithstanding the revived 
interest in the subject which the last six years have created, 
and its paramount importance in the present instance, we 
are, we repeat, sorry that it is still the Foreign Minister, 
rather than George Canning, to whom we are again intro- 
duced. Mr. Canning had a mind which embraced every 
department of politics. His views on Roman Catholic 
Emancipation and Parliamentary Reform were as charac- 
teristic of his statesmanship as his views upon Columbia 
or Buenos Ayres ; and they are worth examining, not, of 
course, for their practical importance in the present day, 
but for the sake of understanding how these apparently 
uncongenial opinions were combined into one consistent 
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political theory by so powerful and disciplined an intellect. 
By studying the domestic views of Mr. Canning in con- 
junction with his foreign politics we obtain a most interest- 
ing view of his political philosophy as a whole, and are 
able to trace with considerable precision the influence of 
the French Revolution upon a system of politics conceived 
in the school of Mr. Pitt. A mind trained to the con- 
sideration of political problems, and careful enough to 
have registered such general expressions of opinion as Mr. 
Canning must frequently have let drop in the intercourse 
of private life, enlarged by the experience of nearly thirty 
years, and acquainted with the results of those changes 
which Canning either opposed or supported, might have 
produced a most interesting volume of political philosophy. 
More than that, there are few statesmen who have left a more 
brilliant reputation behind them, fewer still who, having 
left it, are to the same extent the subject of controversy. 
The opinion of Mr. Canning's statesmanship is still not 
what it ought to be. His biographer should have raised it 
to its proper level. The opinion of his integrity and his 
judgment is still fluctuating. His biographer should have 
fixed it for ever. A thorough investigation of his conduct 
to the Tory party was as much due to his own memory as 
demanded by the subsequent conduct of other statesmen. 
These are questions of unrivalled and living interest, and 
far more worthy of discussion than, for instance, the trial 
of Queen Caroline, to which a most disproportionate space 
is here allotted. 

Having said thus much in depreciation of Mr. Stapleton's 
work, we are bound to add that it is not without consider- 

8 
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able merit. It is neatly written, and very temperate ; and, 
allowing for the condensation of materials to which the 
anthor mnst have forced himself, each separate transaction 
is clearly and cleverly detailed. We think, however, that 
Mr. Stapleton has made a mistake in dividing his volume 
into " Transactions," if we may so speak. We are, by this 
means, tossed backwards and forwards through the thirty- 

I 

three years over which Canning^s parliamentary career 
extended in the most perplexing and uncomfortable fashion. 
We find ourselves transported from the verge of his grave 
back again even to the days of Mr. Perceval ; and forward 
again to the trial of Queen Caroline, before we have re- 
covered our breath. The reason of this is, that Mr. 
Stapleton takes up some one topic, such as Parliamentary 
Reform, or Emancipation, and follows out Mr. Canning's 
relations towards it to the end of his life, without interrup- 
tion. But this system, which would be all very well in a 
series of essays, is, in our opinion, nearly as fatal to the 
value, as it is undoubtedly fatal to the interest, of bio- 
graphy. We do not merely want to know what a man 
thought, but also how he came to think it ; and this we 
can never hope to learn by merely seeing his opinions 
spread out before us, numbered, named, and classified like 
specimens of dried plants. 

We shall endeavour to extract from Mr. Stapleton*s 
volume as much as we can in the shape of political matter 
which seems likely to be interesting at the present moment. 
But before doing so, we will briefly run over the political 
and ministerial changes in which Mr. Canning was involved, 
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Buppljing from oiher sources the gaps left TBcant by Mr. 
Stapleton. 

Mr. Cannmg was Ikhh in London on the 11th of April, 
1770. His father was George Canning, a barrister, and 
literary man about town, who lived on an allowance of 150/. 
a year from his family, and what he oould add to it by his 
pen. His profession brought him in nothing, and he 
appears to hare formed one of the regular members of the 
working Hterary fraternity, though his productions were 
not such as to make him a name with the public. As a 
bookseller*s hack, journalist, and reyiewer, he did not, how- 
eyer, make enough to keep himself and his wife out of 
debt, even with the aid of the 150/. aforesaid. His debts 
were once paid by his father, on condition that he should 
join with him in cuttLug off the entail of the estate to which 
he was heir. But he was soon in the same difficulties 
again, and he ultimately died without having, in any 
respect, bettered his position. His wife, who was a Miss 
Costello, and a young lady of the most respectable con- 
nexions, as well as a very pretiy woman, was thus left totally 
destitute, the 150Z. being no longer continued to her, and 
was obliged to go on the stage for a livelihood. She was 
twice married after her first husband's death : once to an 
actor named Eeddish, and again to a tradesman of Ply- 
mouth, named Hunn ; neither of them, however, left her 
any money, and it was her son's first object, after he had 
made a start in life, to remove his mother from the stage. 
This, however, he was hot enabled to accomplish till the 
year 1801, when he contrived to have his pension of 500/. 

s2 
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a year settled on Mrs. Hunn instead of on himself. Thus 
for five years was witnessed the unparalleled spectacle in 
England of an Under-Secretary of State whose mother was 
performing at provincial theatres while her son was electri- 
fying the British House of Commons. She did not live to 
see George Prime Minister, though she missed it by little 
more than a fortnight; dying, curiously enough, on the 
yery day, the 27th of March, 1827, on which Canning had 
an interview with George IV., resulting in his appointment 
to the Treasury on the 12th of April following. 

Canning's family belonged to the English gentry. The 
elder branch is still settled at Foxcote, in Warwickshire. 
The younger branch migrated to Ireland, where they ob- 
tained, in 1818, the peerage of Garvagh. The statesman's 
grandfather was the head of the younger branch, and his 
third son, Stratford, the statesman's uncle, was the father 
of the present Lord Stratford de Eedcliffe. The eldest was 
Canning's father, the second was the father of the first Lord 
Garvagh. It was the younger of his two uncles, then a 
merchant in the City, who took charge of young George 
Canning when his father died, and sent him to Eton 
and Oxford. His character and habits at school and 
college are familiar to every one. The " Microcosm," 
the " Union," and the " Prize Poems," in which the future 
minister first displayed his uncommon and precocious powers, 
and gratified his early ambition, are still household words 
among those academical aspirants who fancy, in the words 
of Mr. Thackeray, that Government ^' always has an eye on 
the University, where to select orators for the House of 
Commons." 
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For much of the bad oratory and worse essays which 
this belief still induces, Canning is, unquestionably, answer- 
able. He was, if any man erer was, a school and oollege- 
made minister. It is certain that his Ghristchurch reputa- 
tion attracted the notice of Mr. Pitt, still a young man 
himself, and still full of classic reminiscences. Nor was 
his knowledge of the budding orator confined to mere hear- 
say. He appears to have met him at the house of Lord 
Hawkesbury, while he was still an imdergraduate, and 
might even then have formed his own opinion of the stuff 
that was in him. There was, however, one apparent im- 
pediment in the way of any engagement between* them. 
Canning was, by association, a Whig. His uncle was a 
sturdy supporter of Mr. Fox; and the nephew himself, 
though no friend to the oligarchy, was a disciple of popular 
principles. GraduaUy, however, his opinions, without any 
violent change, worked round to the level of Mr. Pitt. He 
disliked the Whig method of government from the bottom 
of his heart, and so did the Tory Prime Minister. He 
entertained liberal commercial and constitutional theories, 
and so did Mr. Pitt. And, finally, the French Eevolution 
had taught him, in common with many others, the neces- 
sity of laying aside for awhile the " rights of man," and 
lending his whole energies to the preservation of order. 
Under these circumstances, the master and the disciple 
were not long strangers to each other. While Canning 
was keeping term in Linooln*s Inn, attending debating 
clubs in the evening, and, no doubt, discussing his parlia- 
mentary prospects with his old chums of the Union, there 
came to him the message that decided his fate — Mr. Pitt 
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wonld be happ j to see him. He went, be listened, and 
was conqneied, and at the age of twenty-two, found bimself 
in tbe House of Commons, representing the ministerial 
boiongh of Newport, and an enthusiastic member of the 
great Tory phalanx which mustered round the "pilot'* of 
the State. At tiiis time Mr. Pitt was First Lord of the 
Treasury and Chancellor of the Exchequer, H. Dundas 
Home Secretary, Lord Grenville Foreign Secretary, Lough- 
borough Lord Chancellor, and Lord Fitzwilliam President 
of the CounciL 

Canning's maiden speech was delivered on the 31st of 
January, 1794, and his own description of it, conveyed in 
a letter to his friend Lord Boringdon, is one of the most 
interesting passages in Mr. Stapleton's volume. On 
December the 30th, of the same year, he was chosen to 
second the Address on the opening of Parliament for the 
session of 1795, and the same year he spoke again on Mr. 
Fox's motion for a conmiittee on the state of the nation. 
It will thus be seen that he made but a sparing and cau- 
tious use of his oratorical powers during his early parlia- 
mentary career, and it was the prudence and self-command 
evinced by this abstinence from all effort at display which, 
perhaps, more than the most glittering effusions of rhetoric, 
confirmed Mr. Pitt's confidence in his young recruit. So 
well, at all events, was he satisfied with his merits, that in 
1796 he offered him the Under- Secretaryship of State for 
Foreign Affairs, Lord Grenville being the chief of the de- 
partment. This was, perhaps, one of the happiest periods 
of Canning's life. He served under a minister in whom he 
had implicit confidence ; whom the nation supported with 
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enthusiasm; and whose policy, in eyeiy respect, he cordially 
approved. The Tory party was at that time unanimous, 
powerful, and popular. Here were no party jealousies to 
be assuaged; no hostile chiefs to be bought oyer; no 
secret influence at work to impair the stability of the 
Cabinet, or the full success of their measures. The Oppo- 
sition was just sufficiently strong and able to be foemen 
worthy of his steel, and no more. The King was heart 
and hand with his GrOTemment; and though our military 
operations were not so successful as when, at a kter period, 
Mr. Canning had the full direction of our foreign policy, 
yet the three great naval victories of Camperdown, St. 
Vincent, and the Nile, shed their lustre on Mr. Pitt's ad- 
ministration, and infinitely more than compensated for our 
military disasters in Holland. 

Canning used to say, very naturally, he wondered " what 
sort of times those must have been" when there were no 
battles and negotiations to occupy the attention of the 
Foreign Office, or keep alive the excitement of the public. 
Many of ns prob»bly feel a sinrilar curiosfty at the present 
moment. The Russian, Indian, and Italian wars have now 
restored the public mind to something like the same condition 
it must have been in when Canning wrote, and we ag^ 
almost begin to wonder '' what sort of times those must 
have been" when Russia and England were sworn Mends. 
When the sickness of Turkey had not yet attracted the 
whole pharmacy of Europe. When Louis Philippe held 
sway in Prance, apparently immovable. And when Italy, 
if discontented, was still obedient and tranquil. 

Previous to Pitt's resignation, i,e, in the year 1800, 
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Canning had married a Miss Scott, daughter of General 
Scott, and sister to the Duchess of Portland, who brought 
him a large fortune, and rendered him independent of 
place. When, after the death of Mr. Pitt, Lord Hawkes- 
bury, who had been his Foreign Secretary, felt unequal 
to the task of canying on the Government, the King, 
sacrificing his objections to Fox, commissioned Lord Gren- 
ville to form an administration. Canning declined to serve 
in it. But became Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
in the ministry which succeeded to it in 1807. The 
second Portland Administration lasted only two years, 
but they were two memorable years, both in the history of 
this country and in the Kfe of Mr. Canning. They witnessed 
the famous expedition to Denmark, and the seiziu-e of the 
Danish fleet, by Lord Cathcart; the battle of Kioge, the 
first victory won by Sir Arthur Wellesley on European 
ground ; and the opening act in the great drama of the Penin- 
sular War ; for all and each of which decisive and vigorous 
measures the new Foreign Secretary was responsible. To 
him, moreover, it was due that the experience of the short but 
significant campaign of 1809 was not thrown away upon 
this country, and that we did not allow the misfortunes of 
Sir John Moore to outweigh the lessons to be deduced 
from Eoleica and Yimiera. Canning it was who from the first 
gave his full confidence and support to the victor of Assaye 
and Argaum ; thoroughly adopted his policy of making the 
Peninsula our battle-ground with Napoleon, and when 
ahnost every other mind had determined to abandon the 
contest, stood firm to the necessity of renewing our exer- 
tions in Portugal. In insisting on the return of Wellington 
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to tliat country in 1809, no less than by ilie unremitting 
zeal with which he confronted his detractors throngfaont his 
earlier and less encouraging campaigns, Canning was Tirtnally 
the sayioor of the Penmsnla. And whatever share of the 
laurels we thereby reaped may be due to the Home Admi- 
nistration, Mr. Canning is entitled to the whole of them« 

In the spring of 1809, the British Government deter- 
mined on sending an expedition to the Scheldt, for the 
purpose of seizing a large French and Dutch fleet which 
lay there. The expedition, which had been undertaken 
against the advice of Mr. Canning, failed, and then it was that 
the Foreign Minister, who had already differed from Lord 
Castlereagh on the convention of Cintra, and the conduct 
of Sir John Moore's campaign, intimated to the Duke of 
Portland that some change in the War Department was 
advisable. From this point we shall avail ourselves of Mr* 
Stapleton's narrative. 

With reference to these occnrrenceg, two duu^get were made agtlnft 
Mr. Canning : 1. That he acqnieeoed in the eonceelment from Lord 
Castlereagh of the change which he proposed in the Govemment. 
2. That he allowed him to remain the minister to prepare the expeditioa 
to the Scheldt after the change had been decided on« 

To these two charges the answers are brief. As to the first^Mr* 
Canning repeatedly pressed in the most urgent way tliat no conceaL 
ment should be practised towards Lord Castlerea^^ ; more than once ha 
tendered his own resignation to enforce disclosnre : furtlier, the con- 
cealment was carried on, at the suggestion and entreaties of both the 
Duke of Portland and Lord Castlereagh*s own particular friends in the 
Cabinet, and of his connexion, Lord Camden, and also with the King*s 
sanction. '* So far from desiring it, he conoeired, however erroneously. 
Lord Camden to be the sure channel of communication to Lord Castle* 
reagh ; and that t^toa very laie period he believed tuck cammunic<Uwn 
to have been actually made.^ 
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This is a remarkable assertion. The troth is, the Duke of Portland) 
doubtless under a misapprehensioni assured Mr. Canning that the oom~ 
municaiion had actucUlt/ been made to Lord Castlereagh, and it was in 
reliance on the correctness of this assurance that Kr. Canning was con- 
tented to go on. Mr. Canning's regard and respect for the Duke 
of Portland restrained him from saying one word which would dispa* 
rage his Grace's character. In his letter to Lord Camden, he says : 

" No man who knows the affectionate respect and attachment which 
the manly and generous qualities of the Duke of Portland's mind were 
calculated to command, and which I invariably bore to him, will sus- 
pect me of being willing to establish my own vindication at the 
expense of the slightest disrespect to his memory, or prejudice to his 
fame."* 

In this explanation, however, of his conduct on this occasion, he told 
me how unhappily he had been misled by the Duke. 

With regard to the second charge — that he allowed Lord Castlereagh 
to prepare the expedition to the Scheldt after it had been determined 
that a change should be made ; it is completdy answered by the fact, 
that the change proposed, and with which Mr. Canning declared that 
he should be contented, was a '^ new distribution of the business of the 
War Department," the effect of vrhich " new distribution would not 
have been to take out of Lord Castlereagh's hands the superintendence 
of the expedition to the Scheldt" 

On Mr. Canning's writing to f^ Duke of Portland to claim the ful- 
filment of the arrangement respecting Lord Castlereagh, to his infinite 
annoyance and surprise he was then " informed by the Duke, that no 
steps whatever had been taken by Lord Castlereagh's friends to recon- 
eile him to the change, or to press on him for it, and that the Duke 
lumself intended to retire." On receiving this intdligenoe, he at once 
definitely resigned (September 7), and only held office until his sue- 
eessor was appointed. Lord Castlereagh followed his example ; and on 
tlie 19th, sent the challenge which produced the duel. 

Such waa the unfortunate termination, from no fknlt of Mr. Can- 
ning's, of his tenure of the seals of the Foreign Office. Fifteen long 
and eventful years elapsed before they were again confided to his 
custody. 

* When this was written the Duke was dead. 
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This is the celebrated duel with Lord Gastlereagh. It 
was fought on Putney Heath, September 21, 1809. Lord 
Yarmouth was the second of Lord Gastlereagh, and Mr. 
Charles Ellis of Mr. Canning. After the second fire the 
blood was seen to trickle through Mr. Canning's nankeen 
trousers, and it was found he was wounded in the thigh. 
He was not, however, too badly hurt to walk off the ground, 
and he was soon completely well. Lord Castlereagh him- 
self had a narrow escape, the button on the right lappet of 
his coat haying been shot off. The Morning Chronicle con- 
gratulated Mr. Canning ^' on the service he intended to his 
country." 

In 1812, Lord Liverpool became Prime Minister, and at 
once made the most liberal proposals to Mr. Canning. 
They were declined, it is said, because Lord Castlereagh 
was to retain the lead of the House of Commons. Whether 
this was Mr. Canning's own view, or whether it was only 
the view on which he acted in obedience to his political 
friends, it was, in our opinion, a great mistake. Espe- 
cially as Lord Castlereagh was willing to give Canning the 
Foreign Office. As a Toiy, we maintain. Canning ought 
never to have allowed a mere point of form to prevent him 
from acting with Lord Liverpool. The old Tory party, 
however, were now the only resource, and that Adminis- 
tration was formed, which, with only one or two changes, 
lasted to within a few months of Mr. Canning's death. 
That party still on the whole represented a majority of the 
nation ; the three campaigns of 1812-13 and '15, invested 
them with a halo of splendour; nor did any one consider 
how far the glories of Vittoria and Waterloo were due to 
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that prescient statesman who had sustained the national 
spirit after the slaughter of Talavera, and the retreat to 
Torres Vedras. Public confidence, therefore, in the Liver- 
pool Administration was unbounded. And they continued 
strong enough for several years to maintain their position 
without any extraneous assistance. Lord Liverpool, how- 
ever, had always been a firm friend of Mr. Canning, and as 
the latter and Lord Castlereagh were now very good friends, 
continued on the alert to secure for him a place in the Ad- 
ministration. The opportunity, however, did not occur for 
some years, and in the mean time Canning had accepted an 
appointment which provoked the most violent personal 
attack upon him which he ever experienced. 

In the autamn of 181 4, after Napoleon had gone to Elba, Mr. Can- 
ning, on account of the feeble health of his eldest son, had made up 
his mind to pass the winter at Lisbon. When Lord Liverpool learnt 
his intentions, on consultation with Lord Castlereagh, they determined 
to offer and to press upon him the post of ambassador at Lisbon — at 
the same time that offices were given to Mr. Huskisson, Lord Binning, 
and others of his friends. Mr. Canning accepted. By those who wish 
to look into particulars, and to find an example of how a noble and 
generous nature can defend itself when unjustly assailed with calumny, 
Mr. Canning's speech on the Lisbon embassy will be read with admira- 
tion and interest. Nine years after the event, when travelling to 
Ickworth, he said to me, " I consider my having accepted the Lisbon 
embassy as a great political mistake ; in all probability I should have 
had the most influential post in the Government in the House of Com- 
mons long before, had I not fallen into that error. I laboured hard to 
avoid accepting the appointment, but it was so urged upon me by the 
King's Government, that I thought I had not the moral right, as a 
public man, to refuse it. If, therefore, the thing were now, with past 
experience, to be done over again, I should act the same part, and, con- 
scious of right, I moat brave the consequences." 
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On what data Mr. Canning based the probability here 
spoken of, that he would have superseded Lord Castlereagh 
at the Foreign Office before the death of the latter, is now 
mere matter of conjecture. But from the charge brought 
against him in Parliament he vindicated himself triumph- 
antly. A message had been sent home from Lord Strang- 
ford, the English ambassador at Brazil, to the effect that 
the King of Portugal would like to return to Europe under 
British protection. The ministers determined to appoint 
an ambassador extraordinary to receive him at Lisbon, and 
Mr. Canning was selected for the post. It turned out, 
after Mr. Canning^s arrival at his post, that the King had 
changed his mind. But it was urged by Mr. Lambton, the 
mover of a vote of censure on the appointment, that it had 
been known all along that he never intended to come ; that 
the appointment, therefore, was a simple job; and the 
salary (14,000Z. a year), under any circumstances, excessive. 
Mr. Canning^s reply to this attack is one of his very hap- 
piest efforts. The skill with which he dissected the whole 
accusation, and answered each branch of it separately, and 
the concentric force of argument displayed in every part of 
his speech, masterly in the extreme; and, as we can 
readily understand, utterly routed, and overwhelmed his 
accusers. 

It was very shortly after his return from Lisbon and his 
delivery of this speech (1816) that an opening was made 
for him in the Ministry, and he became President of the 
Board of Control, an office which he held till 1820, when he 
resigned once more, in consequence of circumstances con- 
nected with the trial of Queen Caroline. The whole episode 
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of Queen Caroline is narrated by Mr. Stapleton at consider- 
able length. Canning's views on the subject were marked 
by rare good sense. He was, on the whole, of course, on 
the King's side. But he deprecated the diyorce clause in- 
troduced by the Ministry into the Bill presented to 
Parliament, and drew up a masterly exposition of the eyils 
to be apprehended from adopting it. During the progress 
of the Queen's trial, Mr. Canning, who had formerly been 
on terms of friendship with her Majesty, absented himself 
from England, and when it was oyer he made up his mind 
to retire from the Ministry. The King, who felt very 
deeply on the subject of Queen Caroline, was intensely 
mortified by Canning's conduct ; and when, after her death 
in the following August, Lord Liverpool proposed Mr. 
Canning's return to the Cabinet, the King positively re- 
fused. ^^ This opposition led Mr. Canning to turn his mind 
in another direction." This direction was Lidia, of which 
he had acquired considerable knowledge during his situa- 
tion at the Board of Control. Before the end of the year 
the Governor-Generalship was offered to him, and in the 
following summer accepted ; the King, it is said, ^'jumping 
at the solution of difficulties which this appointment offered." 
But an event was at hand which made these arrangements 
nugatory, and altered, perhaps, the history of Europe. This 
was the suicide of Lord Castlereagh, and the succession of 
Mr. Canning to the Foreign OfiQce in the October of 1822. 
Here then, again, after thirteen years, we find him restored 
to the post he had so long coveted^ and considered to be his 
peculiar nussion. He held the seals of this department 
about four years and a half, at the expiration of which time 
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he succeeded Lord Liverpool as Prmnier. This position, 
howerer, as our readers are aware, he occupied but for a few 
short months : dying afber a stormy and trying Session, on 
the 8th of August, 1827, in the 57th year of his age. 

Of Mr. Canning's uncomfortable relations with the aris- 
tocracy of his own party, many and various accounts have 
been given .to the world. We have touched on this subject in 
an article upon the family of Grenville. Canning, it is 
evident, took up an independent line after Mr. Pittas death, 
without being strong enough in property or connexions to 
support an independent line. He claimed to be the legi- 
timate inheritor — ^the duidoxos — of Pitt's policy, and a certain 
class of great personages grew tired of the name of Mr. Pitt. 
He made innumerable personal enemies by his unbridled 
sarcasm, and comparatively early in his career he alienated 
the most powerful section of his own party by abuse of Mr. 
Addington. When Pitt died, Canning found himself in 
much the same position as that of Mrs. Eawdon Crawley in 
the Marquis of Steyne's drawing-room, when she had to 
face the ladies by herself; and, though he straggled with 
his difficulties gallantly to the end of his days, he never 
thoroughly overcame them. 

Canning was one of four great ministers in the present 
century whose death was irreparable. The others are Pitt, 
Fox, and Peel; and the consequence to their own con- 
nexion, and to the country, had they survived to the allotted 
threescore and ten, is a theme of inexhaustible speculation. 
But the speculation is a much more interesting one in the 
cases of Peel and Canning than in the two former. Pitt 
and Fox had, to some extent, their career chalked out for 
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them. Pitt could only have continued the war, and he 
could hardly have done so more successfully than Perceval 
and Liverpool. In 1815, however, he would only have been 
fifty-six ; and it is possible that our relations with Foreign 
Powers might have been materially diflferent at the present 
moment had he and Mr. Canning regulated our counsels at 
the peace. But these considerations are remote and barren 
compared with those which arise from the supposition that 
Mr. Canning's own life had been prolonged. The first pro- 
bable consequence of such a change in the order of events 
that we can distinctly apprehend, is that Emancipation 
would have been carried without that disruption of the Tory 
party by which it was actually accomplished. Canning 
would most likely have carried it with the help of his new 
allies, with Peel and Wellington very probably voting 
against him. Had this happened, and the confidence of the 
old Tory party in their old Tory leaders never been under- 
mined, the influence of the latter upon the Eeform question 
would have been far other than it was. Mr. Canning, who 
would only have proved the sincerity of his character all the 
more by carrying Emancipation, to which he had always 
been devoted, would have been welcomed and implicitly 
trusted by the Tories in their battle with Reform, to which 
he had been consistently hostile. The result would pro- 
bably have been a compromise, by which neither party 
would have profited at the expense of the other. Had 
the same statesman lived on into the reign of Queen Vic- 
toria, we have little doubt, &om his known antecedents, that 
he would have conceded Free Trade, before it was extorted 
from him ; and that he would have left the Tory party on 
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the intelligible footing of a party devoted to the main- 
tenance of an aristocratic monarchy : determined to govern 
the country in the strict sense of the term ; but seeing 
nothing incompatible with the security of our institutions 
in making the people who live under them comfortable, 
contented, and intelligent. 

But to quit speculation, it may be interesting to revert 
to Mr. Canning's political ideas in general, and observe 
what kind of system it is that can be erected out of them. 
For this purpose we must go back to the early days of Mr. 
Pitt. 

Persons are apt to suppose, nor do we deny that they 
are to some extent justified in doing so, that political or 
religious theories, promulgated through the medium of 
fiction, must necessarily be unsound. We have therefore 
sometimes thought that Mr. Disraeli was mistaken when 
he elected to give his theories to the world in the pages of 
a novel, in preference to a volume of essays — ^between 
which forms of publication, he tells us, he long hesitated. 
The consequence is, that he has hardly received the whole 
praise which he deserves for his admirable delineation of the 
earlier policy of Mr. Pitt. We have never entertained 
any doubt that his resume of this period, in the pages of 
" Sybil," is substantially correct. Nor do we very well see 
how any impartial student can arrive at a different conclu- 
sion. George III., for the whole twenty years previous to 
Mr. Pitt's Administration, had been struggling with the 
Whig oligarchy, and hated them bitterly. When Pitt, at 
the age of twenty-four, first came into office as Lord Shel- 
bume's Chancellor of the Exchequer, he was made to feel 
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the whole weight of their insolence and factiousness. 
And when he himself became the head of the Bang's 
Government less than nine months afterwards, the " Re- 
volution Families '' and their nominees were again his un- 
compromising antagonists in that life-and-death struggle 
which he terminated so triumphantly for himself. But it 
must have been clear to Mr. Pitt that, although a revulsion 
of popular feeling had enabled him to triumph for the 
present, he could never be secure against defeat while the 
power of his opponents was unbroken. The events of '83 
and '84 had inspired him with an hostility towards the 
Whigs little less fierce than George III.'s. His sympathies 
and favourite studies brought him into contact with a 
different class in the community, and he was the first 
English minister who appreciated the importance of the 
great mercantile interest. Here, then, was his chance. A 
great commercial aristocracy, created by and devoted to 
himself, would be a certain bulwark against the machina- 
tions of the oligarchy, and at the saane time a legitimate 
development of our social progress. His scheme of Parlia- 
mentary Beform on the one hand, and the extraordinary 
number of Peers whom he raised out of the manufacturing 
classes on the other, sufficiently attest his purpose. And 
tiiis purpose, it is clear, from various indications, had been 
watched by young Canning with interest and approval. 
So far we think the policy of Mr. Pitt is obvious; and 
we quite concur with Mr. Disraeli's admiration of it. But 
now came the French Revolution, and that, as the author 
of '^ Coningsby " has observed with great truth, effected a 
complete chaise in Mr. Pitt. He was, says Mr. Disraeli, 
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obliged to throw himself into the arms of his enemies, a step 
which, had he understood the crisis better, he might easily 
have avoided, with advantage both to himself and his coon- 
try. Now it is at this point that our divergence from Mr. 
Disraeli^s theory commences. Changing our front, at all 
times a delicate operation, is doubly so in presence of 
^e enemy. That reduction of the great families to a more 
equal position among the other governing forces of society, 
which was the object of Mr. Pitt, must be the work of quiet 
times. When a democratic anarchy tiireatened to overflow 
Europe, that was not the moment for social alterations in 
England. Pitt held his hand : and the same events which 
induced him to stop short in his original^design, left him less 
to apprehend from those who liad originally provoked him 
to adopt it. The language of the Whigs in relation to the 
affairs of France had rendered them thoroughly unpopu- 
lar, while an influential section of the party, disgusted 
with Jacobinism, had passed over to the camp of the 
Tories. The further humiliation of the Families might 
be postponed till a later day. This was, probably, the 
state of mind in which Mr. Pitt died. 

What, then, was the effect of his example and his own 
later experience on the mind of Mr. Canning? That he 
became at once more conservative and more liberal than 
his master. He had, evidently, arrived at the conclusion 
that, for many years to come, it would be unsafe to interfere 
with our institutions. But he saw, with no less clearness, 
that they must be liberally administered, in order to avert 
interference. Either to admit the people to a larger share 
in the government of the country, or to provoke them 
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into seizing it by neglect of their material interests, was, in 
his ejes, equally dangerous. These were, evidentlj, the fun- 
damental principles of Mr. Canning's creed. They excuse 
his alliance with the Whigs, they inspired alike his foreign 
policy, his financial policy, his support of Boman Catholic 
Emancipation, and his resistance to Parliamentary Reform. 
Parliamentary Reform, he argued, was only required by the 
people for the sake of certain other reforms. Grant these, 
and Parliament might remain as it was. The demand for 
a change in the representation never rested in this country 
on enthusiasm for an abstract principle, on hatred of 
anomalies, or love of symmetry. Whatever the objections 
to which rotten boroughs are obnoxious, ihe people of 
England had got used to them, and, as a body, did not 
seek their abolition upon theoretical grounds. This unde- 
niable fact was the pole-star of Canning's system. He saw 
that the people were still willing to be governed as distinct 
from the idea of governing. But he saw that very little 
was required to rouse a le^s manageable spirit. It became, 
therefore, his policy, while preserving our form of govern- 
ment intact, to liberalise our policy in every possible 
direction. Both Pitt and himself had begun their politi- 
cal career in an attitude of resistance to the nobility. But 
France had taken up the game in so dangerous a sense, 
that it had been necessary to desist from it in England. 
The state of the Continent was still too threatening : the 
political world generally was far too unsettled to permit of 
Canning taking up the scheme where Pitt had dropped it. 
Nor is it improbable that, reasoning from later events, Mr. 
Canning may have thought tliat there was no longer any 
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good reason for treading in Mr. Pitt's footsteps. It may 
therefore be, that it was owing to a prudent desire on his 
part to ayoid habituating the public mind to a discussion 
of constitutional principles, that we find so little of them 
in his speeches on Parliamentary Reform. When serious, 
his speeches took usually an historical and legal turn. 
But he preferred to treat the subject humorously. For 
here he was more at ease and more effective. Thence it 
has been argued that Canning was not a profound thinker. 
Were we to argue this point, we should be only widening 
a mere verbal difference. If by profound is] meant logical, 
consistent, and comprehensive — and nothing more very 
often is meant — ^then we say that Canning, perhaps, was 
the only practical statesman of his own day who deserved 
the title. K, however, it is meant that he had not probed 
the question of representation to the bottom, or reflected 
very deeply on the probable results of that enormous social 
progress of which he himself saw little more than the dawn, 
it is probably quite true. But it does not, in our opinion, 
detract one atom from his greatness. Even as late as 
1827, it must be remembered. Parliamentary Reform was 
a mere speculation. The practical Whigs had abandoned 
it. There really seemed no call upon any statesman of the 
day to waste time in investigating the problem. Nor was 
this any slur upon their prescience. When Roman Ca- 
tholic Emancipation, and a more liberal economic policy, 
were on the point of being carried, and the noisiest Whig 
leaders had tendered their support to a liberal Tory 
Government, Parliamentary Reform was really, and not 
only apparently, a subordinate question. A very mild 
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measure of refonn would have satisfied the public then, 
and, probably, none at all. And the only practical mis- 
take OB the subject, with which Mr. Canning is chargeable, 
is, unfortunately, one over which he had no control: he 
died. 

Canning was clearly a believer in that system of society 
according to which a commonwealth should be composed 
of various orders of men, rising, as it were, tier above tier, 
with their proportionate allotments of power and privilege ; 
the distinctions between them being based on the three 
qualifications of birth, property, and intelligence; and 
access to each tier being open to the one below it, if the 
applicant present a proper passport. But it is obvious, on 
the one hand, that this theory of a state presupposes a cer- 
tain relative proportion between the layers of which it is 
composed ; and on the other, that a society of this nature is 
only in its perfection after such proportion has been at- 
tained, and as long as it continues. How long that will 
be depends on a variety of circumstances. The oak re- 
mains in a state of stationary maturity much longer than 
the ash. But, society, unfortunately, does not grow like a 
tree, in which all the branches increase together, and, with 
all their irregularities and excrescences, maintain a due 
subordination. It grows, rather, like a town, in which 
wealth, population, and importance are always shifting 
their quarters, and ebbing now from the north towards the 
south, and now from the east towards the west. In this 
country, we see that political power has been gradually ebbing 
away from the aristocracy, and flowing fVeely towards the 
classes engaged in oommeroe. And it must, at the same 
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tune, nerer be forgotten that anstocnicy is not a growl- 
ing institution. Aristocracy is territorial or nothing: 
and whereas the potentialities of trade are nnlumted, 
no science has jet been discoyered capable of making 
one acre into two. With the commercial democracy it 
is just the reyerse. So that in aU commerdal States 
the tune must arrive, sooner or later, when the latter 
body will no longer be contented with that place in the 
political scale which is necessary for the stability of a 
scheme at once complex and harmonious. It will burst its 
bounds, demand and obtain a preponderating influence in 
the State, and, by slow degrees, convert society from its 
graduated pyramidal shape into one uniform level. Men 
like Burke and Canning saw the excellence of our organi- 
sation so cleady, and felt it so strongly, timt they could not 
bring themselves to admit the possibility, much less the 
necessity, of anyiiung which should derange its equilibrium. 
They recognised the undoubted truth, that the constitution 
of this country had approached nearer to political perfec- 
tion than any which the world had yet seen. They felt 
that we were already in the phase above described, when 
every class occupied just as much space in the social and 
political area as could safely and equitably be allotted to it; 
and they seem to have had no foreboding of that theory 
of numerical representation, which is one of the most 
formidable political phenomena of the present day. Can- 
ning, indeed, in one of his speeches on the subject, just 
alluded to it, as a sort of rtducUo ad absurdunij in answer 
to the reformers of his time ; but he merely glances at it^ 
and runs off to something else, as totally unaware of its real 
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nature and future importance. We say that, in this matter, 
Canning's own prescience was little, if at all, in fault : be- 
cause, in his time, the ebb of aristocratic power was barely 
visible. The tide was only just upon the turn, if that ; and 
had his life been spared, he might have almost indefinitely 
deferred the demand for the representation of numbers. 
But now the question has reached its present stage, the 
opponents of Reform may not justify their resistance by the 
example of Mr. Canning. All that it now becomes the 
truest Conservative to strive for is, that the degrees by 
which English society is to be changed may be as gradual, 
and that its form may be retained as long, as possible. 
To effect this end, popular demands should be met with 
cheerfulness and frankness, and with as much of concession 
as may be. Every effort should be made to anticipate agita- 
tion ; to keep our house in order ; and not to leave a single 
tub lying about to serve as a pulpit for the demagogue. 
In a word, the governing classes must take the people by 
the hand ; let them see that they are in earnest to grant 
them every reasonable request ; and all may yet be well for 
centuries, and Canning sleep peacefully in his grave. 

Of Canning's Foreign Policy, less, perhaps, requires to 
be said. He took a middle course between the High Tory 
theory of his own times, and the popular theory of the pre- 
sent day. In opposition to those who made the maintenance 
of monarchical government the basis of our foreign alliances, 
Mr. Canning took his stand on the maintenance of the 
balance of power. His doctrine was, that with the relations 
between rulers and their subjects Great Britain was in no 
way concerned ; but that in the relations between one con- 
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tinental State and another, she was deeply and immediately 
interested. It was nothing to her that Spain chose to have 
a constitution. It was everything that the French inter- 
fered to prevent it. Had they interfered, however, on the 
other side, we have no reason to doubt that Canning would 
have felt equally bound to protest against their conduct. 
The one thing which he was determined not to tolerate was 
the invasion of one country by the troops of another country 
to assist one of two parties in an internal dispute. When 
the French invaded Spain in 1823, at the request of the 
Spanish Government, Canning at once retaliated, by ac- 
knowledging the independence of the Spanish colonies in 
America. K France was to have Spain, or what was just 
as good, she should not have ^^ the Indies" as well. That 
was the key to his policy. , Again, when Spain invaded 
Portugal under similar circumstances, Canning at once 
despatched an English force to the Tagus. Thus it will 
be seen that his idea of " non-intervention" was not of that 
absolute character which is in vogue at the present day. 
Intervention, such as the intervention of Russia in Hun- 
gary, or of Austria in Naples, was abhorrent to his views 
of English interests, as well as to his theory of government. 
But intervention of another kind to prevent intervention of 
that kind, or to save a smaller State from being swallowed 
up by a larger, he appears to have thought a duty. To 
maintain a neutrality in the quarrels between rulers and 
subjects, it might be necessary sometimes to violate neutra- 
lity in the quarrels between rival States. It is evident, 
therefore, that Canning had no idea of our standing quite 
aloof from continental affairs. He had not arrived at the 
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condnsioii l^iat we oould safely or profitably cat onrselves 
adrift fix>m the European system. Witli forms of goyem- 
ment he condemned any interference. With the removal of 
landmarks he thought interference indispensable. From the 
principles of the Holy Alliance he utterly dissented. But 
of the doctrine of the balance of power be was a steadfast 
champion. Nor had be brou^t himself to see how it could 
be neglected without the most serious danger to the future 
independence of this country. 

In his selections from the foreign, correspondence of Mr. 
Canning, Mr. 8tapleton has shown excellent judgment. It 
is difficult to understand how, on comparing these letters 
with the ordinary run of such documents, the reader could 
hesitate to admit Mr. Canning's claim to true originality 
of mind and the loftiest political genius. Here is a speci- 
men: 

Nbir, 89 to our infivence upon the Contment, if such a war as we 
sustained for (with a aiogle intermission) a quarter of a oenturj, in 
behalf of all Europe, and hy turns against all Europe in its own behalf^ 
has not taught all Europe where they are to look for protection against 
overgrown and overbearing power, I am sure no part that we could 
take in a- Congress, upon an insnrrection of Carbonari at Naples, or of 
Freemasons at Madrid, would acquire for us the confidence which such 
a war had failed to command. Let the occasion come, and Prince Met- 
temich shall see ! But it is not by perpetually creating occasions ; it 
is not by incessant meddling with petty interests and domestic squab* 
bles in other countries, that the influence of Great Britain is to be 
maintained. On the contrary, it is more likely to be frittered away by 
such restless exertion : and to be found exhausted, or disabled from 
acting, when reel occasion may arise. Besides, what is the influence 
which we have had in the counsels of the Alliance, and which Prince 
Mettemich exhorts us to be so careful not to throw away ? We pro- 
tested at Laybach; we remonstrated at Verona. Our protest was 
treated as waste paper; onr remonstrances mingled with the air. 
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Pntty inflnence! and mach worth preeerving? No — onr influence, if 
it is to be maintained abroad, must be secnre in the sonrces of onr 
strength at home : and the sources of that strength are in the sym* 
pathj between the people and the Government ; in the union of the 
public sentiment with the public counsels; in the reciprocal confidence 
and co-operation of the House of Conmions and the Crown. If Prince 
Mettemich has tau^t himself to believe that the House of Commons 
is merely a clog and impediment to the free action of the counsellors 
of the Crown ; that its prejudices are to be softened, its waywardness 
to be soothed, but that the tenour of the Government is in effect inde- 
pendent of its impulse — that it is, in short, to be managed, but not to 
be consulted — ^he is mistaken. It is as essential a part of the national 
council as it is of the national authority ; and woe be to the minister 
who should undertake to conduct the a£Eairs of this country upon the 
principle of settling die course of its foreign policy with a Grand Al- 
liance, and should rdy upon carrying their decisions into effect by throw- 
ing a little dust in the eyes of the House of Commons. And yet this 
does appear to be what Prince Mettemich considers as a possible course 
of conduct. 

We wish we had space to multiply such extracts, but our 
thread is weU-nigh spun. 

Of Canning as an orator conflicting traditions have come 
down to us. "We do not pretend to decide between them. 
We extract from Mr. Stapleton the opinion of one eminent 
man on this point, and we shall give another out of 
" Hansard :" 

^ But his (Mr. Canning's} declamation, though often powerful, always 
beautifully ornate, never deficient in admirable diction, was certainly 
not of the very highest class. It wanted depth ; it came from the 
mouth, not from the heart ; and it tickled or even filled the ear rather 
than penetrated the bosom of the listener. The orator never seemed 
to forget himself, and to be absorbed by his theme ; he was not carried 
away by his passions, and he carried not his audience along with him. 
An actor stood before us — a first-rate one, no doubt — ^but still an actor, 
and we never forgot that it was a representation we were witnessing, 
not a real scenei .The Grecian artist was of the second class only, at 



284 MR. CANNING. 

whose fruit the birds pecked ; whilOi on seeing Parrhasius^s, men cried 
out to draw aside the curtain. Mr. Canning's declamation entertained 
his hearers, so artistically was it executed ; but only an inexperienced 
critic could mistake it for the highest reach of the oratorical art. The 
truly great orator is he who carries away his hearer, or fixes his whole 
attention on the subject — ^with the subject fills his whole soul ; than 
the subject will sufiier him to think of no other thing — of the subject's 
existence alone will let him be conscious, while the vehement inspira- 
tion lasts on his own mind, which he communicates to his hearer ; and 
will only sufifer him to reflect on the admirable execution of what he 
has heard, after the burst is over, the whirlwind passed away, and the 
excited feelings have, in the succeeding lull, sunk into repose." 

<< I never saw Mr. Canning but once, when I had no expectation of 
ever being a member of this House. But I can recollect it but as yes- 
terday, when I listened to almost the last accents (I may say the dying 
words) of that great man. I can recal the lightning flash of that eye, 
and the tumult of that ethereal brow ; still lingers in my ear the melody 
of that voice. But, sir, when shall we see another Mr. Canning ? — a 
man who ruled this House as Alexander raled Bucephalus, of whom it 
was said that the horse and the rider were equally proud." 

Which is the more correct of these descriptions let those 
who have heard Mr. Canning say. One is from the pen of 
Lord Brougham, the other from the lips of Mr. Disraeli. 

Neither, however, do justice either to Canning's humour 
or to the luminous arrangement which, more than any other 
merit, was the characteristic of his oratory. As specimens 
of the latter, we should mention his speech on the Lisbon 
Embassy and his speech on the Com Laws, March 1, 1827. 
Specimens of the former are to be found in his speeches, 
passim. But we cannot refrain from quoting the cele- 
brated " red-lion '* passage from a speech on Reform at 
Liverpool : 

But Parliamentary Reform is the panacea for every evil. I read a 
few days ago (I cannot immediately recollect where) a story of an 
artist who had attained great eminence in painting, bat who had directed 
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his art chiefly to one favourite object ; that object happened to be a red 
lion. His first employment was at a public-housei where the landlord 
allowed him to follow his fancy. Of course the artist recommended a 
red lion. A gentleman in the neighbourhood, having a new dining- 
room to ornament, applied to the artist for his assistance ; and in order 
that he might have full scope for his talents, left to bim the choice of 
a subject for the principal compartment of the room. The painter 
took due time to deliberate ; and then, with the utmost gravity and 
earnestness, ** Don't you think," said be to his employer, ^* that a hand- 
some red lion would have a fine effect in this situation ?" The gentleman 
was not entirely convinced, perhaps ; however, he let the painter have 
his way in this instance, determined, nevertheless, that in his library, 
to which he next conducted him, he would have something of more 
exquisite device and ornament. He showed him a small panel over 
his chimney-piece. ** Here," says he, ** I must have something strik- 
ing. The space, you see, is but small ; the workmanship must be pro- 
portionably delicate.^* ** What think you," says the painter, after 
appearing to dive deep into his imagination for the suggestion, " of a 
snudl red lion f" Just so it is with Parliamentary Reform ; and the 
utmost variety that you can extort from those who call themselves 
" Moderate Reformers '* is, that they will be contented with a small 
red lion ! 

Our conviction is, that Canning was one of the greatest po- 
litical minds that England has produced. If consistency and 
fidehty be proofs of honesty, he was inflexibly honest. He 
saw things from a considerable distance. He was aboye all 
petty motiyes of self-advancement. He held by a great 
and glorious political system, and belieyed that goyernment 
meant something more than merely registering the caprices 
of the multitude. He was bom to lead and to rule, and the 
last of that fine old race of English statesmen who haye 
stamped their name and character on particular epochs of 
our history. He was a liberal aristocrat, and the fitting 
minister of that free monarchy whose splendour he loyed, 
and whose prerogatiye he defended to the last. 
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This is a more interesting volnme than we should have 
thought it was possible to write about the late Sir Robert 
Peel. His character and conduct have been so thoroughly 
and so frequently dissected as to have left no fact of im- 
portance unrevealed. He has been dead so long that the 
personal interest which attaches to distinguished men has 
abnost faded from his name, while he has not been dead 
long enough to be the subject of legitimate history. But 
Sir Lawrence has given us a narrative at once so fresh and 
so forcible, so just and yet so lively and spirited, that we 
feel all our curiosity renewed, and all our former opinions 
sharpened, straightened, and reset. He has prefaced to his 
work some notices of the Peel family, illustrating the cha- 
racter of their celebrated descendant, from which we learn 
that he was of yeoman descent, and unconnected with the 
Lancashire people of that name, who belonged to the landed 
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gentry. These earlier pages of his work are interspersed 
with some interesting anecdotes of the statesman's grand- 
£EKther, and graphic sketches of the dress and manners which 
preyailed among the old manufactoring society in the 
eighteenth century. Nothing can be more laudable than the 
genial and unaffected sympathy with his humbler ancestors 
which Sir Lawrence manifests in every line. We must, 
however, pass over this portion of his work, with a strong 
reoommendation of it to our readers, in order to glance at 
the conclusions arrived at by the biographer upon Bir Bo- 
bert's political career. 

Sir Lawrence Peel confesses that he himself took but little 
interest in politics. £ut his remaii^B have a value of their 
own, derived from his intunate knowledge of Peel's cha- 
racter, his early habits, and hereditary propensities. He 
interprets the politician by the man, and not the man by 
the politician. Thus Sir Robert's anti-CathoUc convictions 
were not so much the offspring of Lord Liverpool's influ- 
ence as a cherished family tradition. His apparent coldness 
and formality did not arise from any suspicion of aristo- 
cratic exclnsi^eness or distrust of his own associates, but 
from the fact that he had always been held up to his bro- 
thers as ^' the good boy." The consciousness of being an 
example invested him with a precocious gravity which he 
retamed through hfe, and explains the somewhat prevalent 
opinion that he was deficient in warmth of heart. The key 
to his political principles is to be looked for in his father's 
warehouse. Peel was bom a Tory. Bat his Toryism was 
the commercial Toryism of Pitt — ^^ the Toryism of the 
oomiting-house, the factory, the mart, and the city, rather 
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than the Toryism of the manor-house or the cloister/' 
Hence the mistake of M. Goizot, who imagines that Sir 
Bohert as a joxmg man evinced an inclination towards 
Whiggism, which a popular delusion has always confused 
with liberality. 

Nothing can be clearer to us than Sir Robert's political 
pedigree. Though commonly considered the poKtical op- 
ponent of Mr. Canning, we have never doubted that he 
naturally belonged to the same school of Tory statesmen. 
We are happy to find that Sir Lawrence Peel confirms this 
view : quoting a letter of Sir Robert's, in which he regrets 
being severed from a colleague " with whom he had cor- 
dially acted ;" and a speech of Mr. Canning, in which he 
states that there was between Sir Robert and himself ^^ as 
great a conmiunity of sentiment as could well exist among 
pubKc men." They differed only upon the subject of Ro- 
man Catholic Emancipation. And Sir Robert's views on 
this point were, as we have seen, a matter more of feeling 
than of principle. With this single exception, we see in 
Sir Robert Peel the statesman marked out as the suc- 
cessor of Mr. Canning, who was in turn marked out for 
the successor of Mr. Pitt. But Canning took up 
the liberal commercial policy of Mr. Pitt when the return 
of peace made it possible, and Peel in turn took up the 
policy of Mr. Canning. But the important political events 
which intervened between the death of this statesman and 
the accession of the Conservatives to power in 1841, had 
so altered the situation of parties, that Sir Robert was in a 
false position. The Reform Bill, in the first instance, fbl- 
lowed up by the ecclesiastical policy and financial misma- 
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nagement of the Whigs, had created a general alarm 
throughout the country, only less violent than the panic of 
the French Kevolution. Nothing else can account for the 
extraordinary reaction of public feeling against the Whigs. 
But the consequence was that the old Tory party was re- 
organised by Sir Robert Peel upon the basis of resistance, 
and was christened anew by a title which betrayed its 
origin, the title of Conservative. 

The construction of the party on this basis was an im- 
perative necessity at the time, and was a great benefit to 
the community. But it was a real misfortune for Sir 
Robert. It was by the help of the landed interest that 
he had stemmed the progress of the Whigs. It was the 
landed interest which had saved the Church from spolia- 
tion and the Exchequer from bankruptcy. Was not an 
injury inflicted upon that interest very like undoing his own 
work and nnde,:;tdning the supports upon which his own 
principles reposed ? The repeal of the Com Laws was an 
undoubted injury to that party ; but less, far less, by the 
temporary loss which it inflicted, than by the breach of 
confidence which the method of doing it involved. We 
must confess that we have no sympathy whatever with the 
following sentiments expressed in a letter to Lord Aber- 
deen: 

If I had tried to gain acqaiescence, either by belabouring indivi- 
duals, or by summoning the party generally, I should have received 
scarcely one promise of support I should have had, on the part of 
the most moderate, a formal protest against the course I intended to 
pursue; to the most "violent I should have given facilities for organised 
opposition. I should have appeared to be flying in the face of a 
vbole party, and contumaciously disregarding their opinion and advice 

U 
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after I had professed to consiilt them, but (what is of infinitely more 
importance), I should have failed in carrying the repeal of the Com 
Laws. Kow, I was resolyed not to fiiil ; and if I had to fight the 
battle over again, I would fight it in the same way. 

English parties are not to be managed by " dodges " of 
this nature. But Sir Robert, we repeat, had placed him- 
self in a false position. The successor of Mr. Htt and Mr. 
Canning, he was nevertheless pledged to a policy of re- 
sistance. He discovered his error too late, which it was 
always his misfortune to do. He was for ever running 
after public opinion, and breaking his shins in trying to 
spring up behind it. But in this case at all events he 
ought to have acquiesced in his position, and resigned the 
passage of the Com Laws into other and more suitable 
hands. " A good Government," said the Duke of Welling- 
ton, '< is of more importance than com laws." And the 
interests of the Constitution imperatively demanded that 
the Conservative party should be kept "together. But the 
spectacle of the very Minister who had formed it on the 
express basis of resistance, who had given it its new name 
in indication of its future duties, giving way on thb impor- 
tant question, and deceiving his supporters into the bargain, 
at once dissolved it into air. We have no hesitation in 
saying that it struck a heavier blow at the system of party 
government than anything which has been done since Ihe 
Bevolution. And in the impossibility of forming a strong 
government, which has prevailed ever since its occurrence, 
we experience its inevitable results. Before the Tory 
party acquired the title of Conservative, its essential dis- 
tinction resided in its theory of government. No doubt 
that truth had been partially overlooked during the last 
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days of the Georges. Bat it showed itself plainly as late 
as 1812, and the Tories conld have always fallen back upon 
that if taunted mth the character of their measures. This 
primary article of their faitii was tiie independence of the 
Crown. " Sir," said the elder Pitt to (George III., " your 
Grovemment cannot be carried on without the great families 
who have supported the iRerolution Government." " Well 
Mr. Pitt," repUed the King, « this won't do." The great 
fistct that ^'this wouldn't do" was the foundation of the 
new Tory party which, under the auspices of Chatham's 
son, raised England to the pinnacle of greatness. There 
was nothing in its origin which specially connected it 
with any kmd of home or foreign policy. But as soon 
as it exchanged its ancient function of guarding the 
independence of the Sovereign for the modem one of 
protecting the institutions of the country, its field of 
action became narrower. This fact Sir Bobert Peel does 
not seem to have reaUzed. He intended Conservatism 
to be an elastic variety of Toryism. He did not see 
that it was, in fact, Toryism without its elasticity. When 
he tried its powers of expansion, it burst in his hands. 
The time, indeed, has gone by in this country for the 
union of those opposite elements which constituted the 
Toryism of Pitt. The struggle now lies between the 
Mends and enemies of the English Constitution in its 
broadest sense. We may think ourselves lucky if we 
can preserve that by the aid of either great fiemiilies or 
smalL But that was the mistake which Sir Robert Peel 
made. He fJEuled to see that he could not take the same 
liberties with Conservatism as Pitt could take with Toryism. 

u2 
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And the result was that he sowed the elements of dissension 
in the only partj capahle of saving us from democratic 
aggressions. 

Sir Lawrence Peel discusses at some length the question 
of Sir Robertas originality. He objects to what Sir Archi- 
bald Alison calls the '^felicitous expression" of Mr. 
Disraeli — ^namely, that Sir Robert's mind was a '^ huge 
impropriation clause." He objects equally to Sir Archi- 
bald's own assertion, that he produced no idee mere. Not 
that he denies the truth of it, but he says : '^ In the nine- 
teenth century, when a parallel passage may be found for 
almost every fine or true thought, an idee mere, in the 
sense of a native, underived, unprecedented thought, raises 
a presumption against itself, that it is one of the vapours 
of the mind, an impregnation by the winds, a fume of 
vanity." This is, perhaps, the only really foolish saying in 
the whole volume. Such ideas are the salt of society. 
The varying combination of circumstances in all ages of 
the world evoke them. But at the same time they are not 
absolutely essential to the character of a great minister. 
Walpole had none — ^unless the very grandeur of his cor- 
ruption be entitled to that dignity. Burke was prolific of 
such ideas. Pitt and Fox much less so. Mr. Canning 
less so perhaps than is commonly supposed. Mr. Disraeli's 
name is associated with several such mental products; 
Mr. Gladstone, again, with hardly any. They are no 
necessary touchstone of political genius. They attest a 
warm imagination and an energetic pursuit of first prin- 
ciples; but they sometimes interfere with the practical 
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AttOtiis utilitj of statesmen, as was instanced in the case of Burke ; 

OS i!v k while the absence of them is no impediment to a prosper- 

' ons and powerful administration. Still, be these ideas 
\a(&^s worth what they may to the practical statesman, it is un- 

ofk^i deniable that Sir Eobert was without them. He was 

nm'i essentially a safe man. And a safe man with just enough 

K/i«i*< native power to secure the subordination of his party, and 

rtoSii^ with sufficient political experience to justify the confidence 

'flttak- of the middle classes, is exactly the man for a party-leader 

i'h iki in the English House of Commons ; and we certainly con- 

fie/dtf sider Sir Robert Peel to have been a successful party- 

ing ii leader, notwithstanding his final catastrophe. For sixteen 

tQ^j^in years, at least, he was the unquestioned leader of the Tory- 

i^eifi' Conseryative party. He had rallied them from a state of 

, {at depression and unpopularity, to which tiie condition of the 

gf^: same party in 1849 is the only parallel. In ten years' 

fgD^ time he had completely pulled down again the Whig 

i^\ ascendancy established in 1832; and but for the one fatal 

1^^' error he conmiitted might have been what the Emperor 

^ Nicholas declared that he would be, " the Walpole of the 

^. nineteenth century.'* Not but what there is some truth in 

(i Sir Lawrence Peel's own remark, that the Conservative 

^ party of 1841, powerful as it really was, bore within itself 

" the germs of dissolution." It was as we have already 
pointed out, to some extent built upon a mistake. The 
bulk of the party believed themselves engaged upon a 
steady resistance to all further concessions. The leader, 
perhaps the leaders, had resolved upon a policy of progress. 
Tet it was within the resources of a truly great man to 
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hav^ STcddfid tiie CQnseqneiioes of Uus misimderBtaiMiii^. 
He xnsgbt slowly and giadnaUj hxve inoculated Mb party 
w& his own Tiews. The Irish fROiine need not have pie- ' 
dpitated Free Trade. In a few years the discovery of the 
goldniields would have made the change an easy one, and 
Sir Bobert might still have been the donor of the chei^ 
loaf, yet have died the trusted leader of a powerful and 
united party. But to this 8ir Eobert Peel was unequal. 
The feukal consciousness that deep in the recesses of his 
own mind lay the germ of opinions adverse to the creed of 
his foiUowers, impaired both the dearaess of his judgsneaxt 
amd the strength of his will. It led him to drift along 
towards his destiny, and to abandon his post at the first 
proi^ect of a collisi<»i. But for this, we say, he might 
have exceeded the reputation of any English minister 
either before or subsequent to Pitt. More virtuous than 
Walpole, and more able than Liverpool, he would havB 
rivalled them in the l^igth of his administration, and have 
surpassed them in the odour of his memory. Die tditer 
vimm. Bufc he played no ordinary part among the poUti- 
cal cihiefkams of England, and was, as Mr. Disradi jnstly 
described him, perhaps " the greatest Manber of Parlia- 
ment " which the Commons of England ever kiuBw. That 
he was not, as has been erroneously supposed, the founder 
of a echoot is axnply proved byihe positii of\ose states 
men who were once called after his name. The Peelites 
have already shown, beyond all dispute, that th^ had no 
bond of cohesion, except personal regard for the late 
Minister. He left no doctrine behind him which could 
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inspire any future party. The measures by which he is 
best known were only partially original ; and on that yery 
account, perhaps, his individual influence may be considered 
the more remarkable. But he was a great man. And, as 
was said of another great man, though eminently unlike 
himself — '^Mortuus est, et sepultus est, et descendit ad 
inferos — ^let us say no more upon the subject." 



MR. GLADSTONE, August, 1859. 

Historical situations, we are told, never reproduce them- 
selves. Of political situations the same thing may probably 
be said. Each successive epoch will have certain distinctive 
features, compelling us to pass a separate and independent 
judgment on the actors concerned it. No two parliamentary 
coalitions will be essentially alike, and no two political con- 
verts but will require to be contemplated from different 
points of view. Such beiag the case, we shall confine our- 
selves, in the present article, almost wholly to contemporary 
circumstances : nor attempt either to condemn or to justify 
ihe recent conduct of the Chancellor of the Exchequer by 
examples drawn from former conjunctures. His behaviour 
during the last few years must speak for itself; and if it be 
impossible to show that, for having lost the confidence of 
one great party in the State without gaining the confidence 
of the other, and having thus reduced the utility of his great 
talents and virtues to the lowest possible ebb, he has any 
one to blame but himself, it shall not be for want of an im- 
partial statement of facts, and a fair construction of mo- 
tives, upon our part. 
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It is a remarkable feature in Mr. Gladstone that he oc- 
cupies so commanding a position in the House of Commons 
that every new Cabinet feels bound to make overtures to 
him, and yet feels nearly as well pleased if he refuse as if 
he accept them. To avert his hostility rather than to secure 
his friendship seems to be the object of all. He is a shade 
more formidable on the Opposition benches than in the 
Cabinet. But that is just all that can be said. Already 
he has been in office but a month, and his peculiarities 
have been amply displayed. He has voted against his col- 
leagues on two measures of first-class importance and sig- 
nificance. We mean the Grammar-school Bill of Mr. 
Dilwhyn, and the Bill for the Abolition of Church-rates. 
They may be willing enough to secure his adhesion on 
t«rms such as these; but is it an equally satisfactory 
symptom of public virtue that a man such as Mr. Glad- 
stone was hoped to be can be found so to give it ? Is there 
anything in the present condition of public affairs which 
makes it absolutely necessary for a statesman of Mr. Glad- 
stone^s character to occupy so ambiguous and ineffective a 
position ? Does he care for the maintenance of Church- 
rates, or the sanctity of our educational endowments ? There 
can be but one answer to this question.* Is he then posi- 
tively obliged, does the public welfare so imperatively de- 
mand him, to take office with men who refuse to respect 
either ? Was this really the last chance of saving some- 
thing out of the fire ? And are we to look on Mr. Glad- 



* Since these lines were written, Mr. Gladstone's conduct would 
scarcely warrant this confident assertion. 
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stone as -a spedes of martyr wlio has determined to brave 
the had opinion of the world, to endnre to see his motives 
mismterpreted, and his Mends fall awaj from him, if so be 
he might vesoae bnt one Tessel of the temple ? Such a man, 
indeed, woold deserve onr enthnsiastic admiration, and the 
voice of posterity would give him his deserts. Bnt is Mr. 
Gladstone sneh a man ? Is the state of parties such as to 
afford us any rational ground for believmg that a man 
of Mr. Qladstone^s experience did reaUy reason in tins 
way? 

Far be it from us to underrate the perplexities with 
which the career of Conservative statesmen is surrounded 
at the present moment. In order to cany on Grovemment 
with success, the popular ear must be gained. To gain the 
popular ear, an alliance with that narrow and intolerant 
creed, which, with singular infelicil^, is denominated Libe- 
ralism, is a siTie qud non. And the problem which every 
statesman has to solve is this : Shall I abide where I am, 
endeavoming to stimulate the lukewarm, to redaim the 
wavedng; to inspire confidence through the entire body, 
and wait in hope that the eyes of the nation will shortly be 
opened to the necessity of arresting our march 4x>wards the 
final elevation of ignorance over intelligence, and numbers 
over property ? Or, believing that this is impossible, shall 
I lieign to read a recantation, gain admission into the 
enemy^s ranks, and endeavoor, as far as in me lies, to 
counteradi his dangerous propensities ? Honest and high- 
minded men might, we fiilly believe, adopt either of these 
alternatives. And there is, it must be confessed, a despe- 
rately strong temptation to adopt the latter. It seems 
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hopeless, for the preseoat at least, that those who have made 
the choice necessary, should agree to disentangle the em- 
barrassment. The real belieyers, indeed, in any political 
creed adverse to that of Lord Derby, are but a small mino- 
rity of the House of Commons. Nobody will persuade any 
sensible man that the owner of ten thousand acres, the 
patron of a dozen livings, the dictator of three or four bo- 
roughs, can have any real sympathy vrith Mr. Bright or 
Mr. Dilwhyn. Human nature protests against any so 
monstrous an assumption. But at the present moment, it 
suits the purposes of the aristocrat to afifect this sympathy, 
and constitutional politicians are consequently reduced to 
the dilemma aforesaid. 

A man needs almost as much courage to be an avowed 
Ckmservative at the present day, as he did forty years ago to 
be an avowed Badical. All the most open and conspicuoie 
chaEmels of public opinion are against him. The utmost he 
can hope for, if he does his work well, is to escape abuse. A 
single sHp brings down upon his head the wrath of twenty 
editors. With characteristic apathy the Conservative party 
have quite allowed the power of the press to slip through 
their fingers. Men of undoubted Conservative sympathies 
will not write in favour of a Conservative Government. The 
consequence is, that the leading Whig, Badical, and Peelite 
organs have it all their own way. A vast number of good, 
easy-going people, are prepared to believe whatever their 
newspaper tells them. A vast majority of them know no 
newspaper but The Times. The Times — and we do not 
blame it — ^is simply the greatest party-paper of the day, as 
Pericles was called <' the greatest of the demagogues.^* Its 
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partisanship is conducted on so grand a scale that we hardly 
know it for partisanship. But partisanship it is, of the most 
steady, pertinacious, and elaborately-organised character. 
The faint praise with which Conservatives are damned, and 
the faint damnation with which Whigs are saved; the 
artful assumption, never under any circumstances lost sight 
of, that blundering is the rule vrith the one party, and the 
exception with the other; that Conservative well-doing is, 
as it were, the lucid moment of a lunatic, and Whig wrong- 
doing the temporary aberration of a sane man; that the 
one may be admired and applauded for a happy accident 
of legislation, but never seriously trusted; and that the 
others, though liable, like all men, to error, must always be 
our ultimate resource on occasions of serious business — 
these ideas, we say, sometimes covertly, sometimes openly, 
but always unmistakably propagated through the columns 
of The Tiroes^ have created a public opinion throughout 
the country; a preoccupation of mind, a prepossession, 
rather than a prejudice, which, on account of its very soft- 
ness and superficiality, it is difficult and discouraging to 
encounter. With a man whose opinions have been formed 
in this way you cannot reason. His mind is like dough. If 
you push him down in one place, he swells out again in an- 
other. Or perhaps a better illustration is to liken him to a 
ghost who separates and lets you go through him, to re-unite 
again when the process is over. If we can imagine such a 
thing possible as that a man should be perpetually meeting 
people who believed that he was dead, and refused even when 
they saw him to believe that he was alive, we shall have some 
idea of the discomfort experienced in many circles by the 
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man who calls himself a Gonseryatiye. That his day will 
come romid again we have no doubt whateyer. We ate 
merely speaking of the position in which he finds himself 
at this particular moment. Hence, then, one yery intelli- 
gible reason why men should be strongly tempted to adopt 
the latter of two altematiyes we haye aboye sketched out, 
and prefer to conceal their Conservatism behind a liberal 
mask to wearing it openly before the world. Whether it 
is a reason which ought to weigh with Mr. Gladstone, our 
readers may determine for themselves. 

In the second place, there is something, we confess, that 
smacks of weakness in the very sound of a Conservative op- 
position. A Tory opposition we can understand, because 
Toryism relates to certain first principles of government, 
which must always continue subjudice. But institutions once 
given up cannot be recalled. So that the longer a Conser- 
vative party remains in opposition, the less, if its opponents 
are honest, will be ike necessity for Conservatives. As insti- 
tution *after institution goes down, such an opposition will 
have less and less work to do, till at last it will have none at 
all. And here, of course, it is placed at a great disadvantage 
in comparison with a Badical opposition. A concession, how- 
ever long withheld, may still be granted at last. But a re- 
form actually carried, can never hereafter be annulled. The 
longer a Conservative Government remains in power, the 
more will a sincerely Badical Government have to accomplish. 
The longer a Badical Government remains in power, the less 
will a Conservative Government have to conserve. So that 
the one on acceding to office finds itself at once in a posi- 
tion to give effect to its essential doctrines; the other, 
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perhaps, finds all on which its essential doctrines were 
based already destroyed. It is obvious that the different 
prospects which thns await the two parties must have a 
powerful effect upon their conduct and demeanour in oppo- 
sition ; and must hold out a standing inducement to de- 
serters. Here, then, is another most practical reason why 
it behoves us to judge the conduct of all statesmen at a 
crisis like the present with singular forbearance and charity. 
There are strong temptations to a statesman in Mr. Glad- 
stone's position to act as he has done. Yet if he choose to 
say they were too strong for him, it is, we are sure, what 
none of his friends would like to hear him say, or like to 
hear said of him. 

It may be urged, we are aware, that a life of inactivity 
is not to Mr. Gladstone's taste ; and it may be asked, of 
course, why is the country to lose the benefit of his services, 
or he the solid advantages of office, because of a ^eeolative 
difference of opinion with Lord Palmerston, Lord John Rus- 
sell or Mr. Gibson. We do not think very much need be 
said in reply to this mode of argument. Of course, men 
must judge for themselves when their principles are likely 
to be endangered by any particular course of action; and 
when they are not. The public will not always judge as 
charitably of converts as they may perhaps deserve. But 
that is only one kind of penance for their previous attach- 
ment to error. This is a question which Mr. Gladstone 
must settle for himself. K he thinks he has acted for the 
best interests of the principles he believes to be true, he is 
an honest man. But that does not prove that his example 
is one that should be followed, or that he may not have 
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done more injnry to the cause he loves by the means he 
has chosen to promote it, than he can do good by his own 
indiyidaal exertions. He may serve Conservatiffln at the 
time by advising the Cabinet of Lord Pahnerston, but he 
may deeply injure the only party in the State which is the 
permanent support of Conservative principles at all times. 
If, on the other hand, he has ceased to be a Conservative, 
why, he is an honest man, too, after a fashion. But ^le is 
certainly not a candid one ; and in that case his academical 
constituency will have undergone the process familiarly 
known as being " sold." However, we do not affect for a 
moment to believe in this latter hypothesis. We believe 
Mr. Gladstone is still a Conservative.* We are imder the 
impression that he was a good deal taken by surprise at 
LordBerby^s defeat, and had, perhaps, contemplated taking 
office under him at no distant period : andtihat his subse- 
quent acceptance of the Exchequer under Lord Palmerston 
was merely one of those ill-considered and impractical 
vicissitudes to which Mr. Gladstone's moral nature seems 
peculiarly prone. But it certainly evinces a great mis- 
conception of his relations with the Conservative party, 
and involves a wide deviation from the only principles 
of government which are worthy of his genius. We can 
imagine Mr. Gladstone a Tory, and we can imagine him 
a Radical. We can fancy him a Papist, a Baptist, or a 
Unitarian. But the Evangelical oligarchy — the grey- 
headed placemen who are justified by faith — the Wobum^ 

* The reader -will of course bear in mind that this essay was written 
in the summer of 1859. But even now, it would seem, after all that he 
has said and done since that, he still wishes to be a Conserratire. 
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Abbey interest which abolishes Church-rates ! this is cer- 
tainly the last quarter in the world in which we should have 
expected to find the member for the University of Oxford. 
All the attributes which Mr. Gladstone has been occupied 
all his life in hating are here met together, and here is Mr. 
Gladstone in the midst of them. 

We say it with unfeigned regret — ^but there is no excuse 
for this conduct, such as any but the right honourable gen- 
tleman^s most intimate friends could accept. They may 
account for it by his well-known mental peculiarities. But 
the public at large cannot. They will only see that he 
stood aloof from Lord Derby's Government in its first for- 
mation, when his accession would have been of priceless 
value ; and, finally, gave a silent vote in its favour to please 
his constituency, when a silent vote was worthless. They 
will see that this was a Grovemment heartily desirous of 
supporting Mr. Gladstone's views, and that it very much 
rested with Mr. Gladstone himself, whether they should be 
strong enough to do so ; that he declined to bring about 
this result, and shuffled ofif the opportunity afforded him of 
reuniting the Conservative party ; and preferred, for some 
unexplained reason, to cast in his lot with a Premier 
with whom he has not one principle in common. We are 
entitled to ask of public men their reasons for such conduct 
as this. What was Mr. Gladstone's reason ? Is it a public 
one? then he should have boldly declared it. Is it a 
private one ? then it must be, ex vi termini, insufficient. 

The Conservative party has a right to feel deeply' 
wounded at the stigma thrown upon them by Mr. Glad- 
stone's extraordinary behaviour. After making such 
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advances towards a union that the public at large were in 
daily expectation of his joining the Cabinet ; after having 
accepted the mission to the Ionian Islands ; after having de- 
fended the most characteristic element of their Reform Bill ; 
and, after having declared by his last vote of all that he 
considered them entitled to the confidence of the country, 
he turns round immediately afterwards and joins a set of 
men whose conduct, if Lord Derby did merit the confidence 
of the country, is simply infamous ; and who are only to be 
vindicated from the grossest and most reckless selfishness 
on the supposition that Mr. Gladstone was totally in the 
wrong, both in his support of the Reform Bill and his op- 
position to the vote of censure ! And these men Mr. Glad- 
stone joined, notwithstanding that he had for a year and a 
half declined to take office with Lord Derby. It' was not, 
therefore, mere unwillingness to undertake the responsi- 
bilities of official life which prevented his adhesion to that 
nobleman ; it was not, as we have shown, the policy of the 
Conservatives on Parliamentary Reform; it could not be 
their policy on Church-rates ; it could not be their ecclesias- 
tical opinions ; for on both of these subjects the Conserva- 
tives and Mr. Gladstone are much more at one than the 
latter gentleman and his new associates. It could scarcely 
be their foreign policy. For if that by itself was sufficient 
to outweigh all the other advantages which would have 
been secured by his adhesion : if that by itself was so 
monstrous, so odious, so intolerable ; Mr. Gladstone, we are 
sure, could never have voted for the retention of Lord 
Malmesbury in office. On financial questions Mr. Gladstone 
has shown himself, ere now, willing to concur with Mr. 
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Disraeli, and it is generally understood that the Budget 
prepared by the late Groremment would have diflfered in no 
essential respect from the present Chancellor's. There was, 
therefore, not one single public question on which any 
adequate difference of opinion existed between the two 
parties ; and indeed, had any such existed, Mr. Glad- 
stone has subsequently shown us that they need have formed 
no obstacle in his way; while on a majority of great 
public questions they were, to all practical purposes, 
united. Yet, though he had pertinaciously refused to join 
a Cabinet which regulated its policy on -principles so con- 
genial to himself, no sooner is an offer made to him by 
it's successful antagonists, whose conduct he had twice 
condenmed as factious and unprincipled, than he accepts it 
without hesitation. Surely, people will flay, a poHtieion so 
hungry for office that he takes it even from such men as 
these, must have had some singularly stringent motive for 
declining to take it from Lord Derby. That.M)*. Gkdsto&e 
is Chancellor of the Exchequer in the present Administra- 
tion proves, to say the least of it, that he is ready to make 
no inconsiderable sacrifices for the sake of holding office. 
What was the sacrifice he was called upon to make as 'a 
condition of taking office under the late Government, which 
seemed to him so mudirmore considerable ? What was the 
sacrifice demanded of him by a ConsemitiTe Gt)veniment 
which was not demanded by a Liberal Government ? We 
have travelled over the field of public questions ; we hare 
exhausted every topic of legislation on which a difference of 
opinion could arise ; and we find that, so for as all these are 
concerned, Mr. Gladstone could have joined the late GU)- 
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Yernment without any sacnfice at all. It js juat and 
necessary, therofOTe, tiiat the pnyic should know wduit his 
reason was. GommoiL ^BizneBS toimrds tboae ^w^hose com* 
panj he shunned so jonaoeoaatably demands .an expianaticai. 
When a man ayoids his natural oBsociates for no assignable 
cause, there is good granad for soapectmg that one or other 
of the. two has reason to blush at the estrangement. Mom 
.we unhesitatingly. assert that this party is not the ConaeF^ 
loatiyes, oar, at all OTflnts, me chaUenge Mr. Gladstone .to 
p(COTe it. It is Qowardlgr in him to Jeaye them under such 
ixi^utations as he has d^e. .He oreUes on his own iiigh 
character to shield lumsalf from injudous .aspersions, jand 
eacas not, seemingly, .what .people may think of those ^whom 
he has so suddenly deserted. What har.e they .done? 
Speak out, Mr. Gladstone, like an EnglishmAn, and let us 
know. For if they have done nothing, and you continue to 
agree witth their prinmples, it is .of atm.groater importance 
you.should be found by their side n&w jthan even whan they 
were in office. 

And here we must notice two statements that haye been 
put iorwfflrd, the one in defence of Mr. Gladstone ior not 
joining Lord Derby, ike other justifyii\g him for making 
an:«]lianee with Lord Palmeo^ston. Both, howeyer, are so 
unworthy either of a patriotic atatesman, or an .intellectual 
being, .that we shall dismiss them yery briefly. .It is said, 
inJhe &rst place, that the jiacrifice demanded .of .Mr. vGlad- 
atone before he:eould became one oi Lord Derby ^s Govern- 
ment, was nothing iess ihan the Aaerifice of his antipaiihy 
to Mr. DiAiaelL Ifoie, mind, we believe>&at antipathy, al- 
w»s» yeiyjnttch exaggerated, had within the lastaixmonths 
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totally disappeared; but even had it not, will any man, 
with the slightest appreciation of the gravity and dignity 
of statesmanship, pretend, for one moment, to accept this 
reason as sufficient? For let us consider all that Mr. 
Gladstone's obstinate isolation meant. It meant, in fact, 
nothing less than the indefinite prolongation of that parlia- 
mentary anarchy which has existed since 184:6. It may 
seem a bold assertion, but we say it with confidence, that 
if, at the first formation of Lord Derby's Government, Mr. 
Gladstone had come forward frankly and lent the whole 
moral weight of his character (now, alas ! how much im- 
paired), and the force of his matchless eloquence to the 
new Administration, Lord Derby would have been in office 
at this moment, at the head of the most powerful and com- 
pact Government since the days of Sir Eobert Peel. The 
clergy would have been zealous at the elections ; and 
enough at least would have been done to turn the scale. 
A Government so constituted would have gone on gather- 
ing strength, and gradually absorbing into its ranks all the 
younger talent of the House. It would have then been in 
a position to settle the Church-rate question without 
settling the Church. To send Mr. Dilwhyn to the right- 
about. To preserve our smaller constituencies, and inde- 
pendent minor interests from being swamped. And, ge- 
nerally, to carry out aU those principles which constitute 
Mr. Gladstone's creed. The country was more favourably 
inclined to the idea of a Conservative Administration than 
it had been for years ; and as strength begets respect, much 
of the satire which has been levelled at Conservative 
opinions would have been silenced, and 'all the more timid 
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dass of partisans would have yentored to declare them- 
selves. Mr. Qladstone is a Gonservative ; all this it was 
in his power to accomplish for Conservatism ; are we to 
believe, then, for one instant, that any personal feeling 
towards an individual could have been weighed in his mind 
with the consummation of such glorious results, and been 
allowed to prevail against it? He must be a good-natured 
friend, indeed, who says this in defence of Mr. Gladstone. 

The second of the two statements we have mentioned is 
this, that in taking office under Lord Palmerston Mr. 
Qladstone is not doing violence to his Gonservative sym- 
pathies, because Lord Derby had once offered Lord Palmer- 
ston a share in his own Administration. Those persons who 
can gravely make use of such an argument as this must 
either have a singularly slender stock of political knowledge 
themselves, or else a most unmitigated contempt for the 
understandings of their hearers. Let us grant, for the 
sake of illustration, that the present is a Conservative 
Government, and let us suppose that at some future date 
Mr. Cobden should be entrusted with the formation of a 
Ministry. Would it be any justification of Conservatives 
who went over to Mr. Cobden that he had been offered the 
Board of Trade by Lord Palmerston? Placed in this 
light, a child can see the absurdity of the argument in 
question. But even let us go further, and grant that Lord 
Derby's overtures to Lord Palmerston are to be accepted 
as a token that his Lordship believed in the covert Con- 
servatism of the noble Viscount. What then? Lord Pahner- 
ston, alone, separated from the Whig-Eadical crew, and 
working in harness with Conservatives on each side of him. 
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is ayei^ dMerent mon ^m Lord Pahneistoir, attBe heacb 
erf a Mimstty formed for the* express purpose- of conciliatrng- 
the Radicals. A Cabinet formed of ssch heteTogeneour 
matemfe as tiie present one nmst be estimated by tlxef 
mmest aaS most startling feature it presents. That itiB 
which must obviously give the diflFerential form and colour 
to its d^berations. If the Eadical element does not da 
this, the Eadical party will simply have been bought andl 
soli; and if Mr. Gladstone chooses to shelter himself 
behind any such unworthy stratagem, he is at liberty to do 
so. But we do not believe a word of it. The present 
Cabinet is, for the time being, a Badical Cabinet. There 
IS no shutting our eyes to the fact. Lord John Russell has 
long shown himself utterly reckless od. the subject. Lord 
Balmerston is the last of his name, and the deluge will 
not come in his time. The Dukes of Newcastle and So- 
merset, and the Earl of Granville, are mere instruments. 
Mr. Gladstone stands alone ; and to justify his acceptance* 
of office under Lord Palmerston by the offer once made to 
that nobleman by Lord Derby is an absurdity that could 
only have been bred in some academic brain remote from 
public affairs, and unacquainted with tiie conversation of 
mankind. 

There remains, indeed, one consideration which has pra^ 
bably weighed with Mr. Gladstone more than any that we 
have hitherto discussed. We mean the behaviour of his inti- 
mate political friends who have refosed to reunite them- 
selves with the old Conservative party. But much as that 
example may have influenced Mr. Gladstone, his obedience 
to it is only another form of tiaiet weaibieBS which wb have 



already described a^ uiiiBv<»rtiby of him.. Alfliough. a-uiDiB 
aouable, it :ia . nott a lees munanly failing, to. siifle our con^ 
victaou &>f the sake of. private firiandsbiips than to do. so 
for the. sake of private emnities. The priofiiple is the same 
ia each oase^ H. it. was in Mr. GladstoJke'a power to have 
rehabilitated the.CofifierratiY.e party^ it wasjus^.as criminal 
in him to have been withheld' from doing so by love, of 
Mr« Sidney Herbert,, as by hate of Mx. Benjamin Disraeli 
TheiB is not a pin to choose between the two motiTies. If^ 
indeed, both had oo-existed in his. mind,, some allowanoe 
might have been made for human infirmity, subjected to so 
potent a pressure. But, as we have already stated, we 
believe there is no doubt that Mr. Gladstone has declared 
his willingneBS " to forget and forgive " all that had for- 
merly taken place between himself and the Leader of the 
Opposition. Even were it not so, we could only extenuate 
his conduct. To justify it on such grounds would be as 
impossible in political morality, as it would be fotaT to the 
character of statesmanship. But we deny the one allega^ 
tion as a matter of fact, and we wholly repudiate the bind^ 
ing force of the other. If the rest of the gentlemen whio 
broke off from the Conservative connexion in 1846 had 
not yet found a party with whom they could heartily 
coalesce, what was that to Mr. Gladstone ? Ha had found 
one. He had begun, though somewhat late, to recognise 
the obvious truth that Free Trade was not a great question 
of Ck)nstitutional politics; that those who differed upon 
that point need differ upon no other ; and that there was 
no valid reason why the unanimity which prevailed in the 
Conservative body before that question was mooted should 
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not exist again now that it is settled. If, indeed, in the 
course of the Free-trade agitation, certain politicians be- 
came conscious that the bonds of union once being broken, 
and party obedience suspended, their minds were taking a 
longer flight, and becoming aware of other and deeper dif- 
ferences which had before lain dormant, that might be a 
very good reason for their acting as they have done ; but 
it is none at all for Mr. Gladstone. His mind had under- 
gone nothing of the sort. His recent conduct has shown 
that on all Constitutional questions he is still the Tory 
member for Newark. If his old companions have drifted 
away from their moorings, is that any reason why he should 
throw his own opinions overboard in order to drift after 
them? This is, indeed, to elevate the means above the 
end — ^the person above the principle — the private pledge 
above the public good, to an absolutely effeminate degree. 

Mr. Gladstone may rest assured that if he does not win 
the applause of his contemporaries, he will hardly find any 
compensation in the verdict of posterity. His offences 
have been repeatedly condoned, as men thought upon the 
splendid abilities, the rare accomplishments, and the hidden 
integrity, which seemed to make it presumptuous to judge 
him. But we venture to predict that Mr. Gladstone has 
now reached the limit of British forbearance. Those who 
profit most by his latest exhibition of caprice do not con- 
ceal their contempt for it. Those whom he has injured so 
deeply, and disappointed so causelessly, can never put faith 
in him again. They have been trifled with, played with, 
and abandoned as a suitor abandons his mistress when he 
hears that the vessel bearing home her fortune has gone to 
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the bottom of the sea. The wonnds and diyisions of twelve 
long years were gradually healing : the Conservatiye party 
had once more begun to put forth leaves and fruit, and 
wave its branches over the land; popular sympathy was 
enlisted in its favour ; and the confidence and affection of 
the most popular and exemplaiy Sovereign that has ruled 
Great Britain for centuries was bestowed upon it : but one 
thing was wanting to ensure the young and growing fabric 
against the inextinguishable jealousy of the Whig houses, 
and the restless discontent of the manufacturing Eadicals ; 
but one thing was wanting to save Queen Victoria from a 
repetition of the insults inflicted on her grandfather by the 
Revolution potentates : that one thing was, that the chosen 
representative of the most Ck)nservative constituency in 
England should have the moral courage to join a Conser- 
vative Administration I And yet that one thing could not 
be done. And what reason, we ask, for the twentieth time, 
could be assigned for not doing it ? None, or worse than 
none. Either none, or else such as either Mr. Gladstone, 
or any man of one-tenth of his ability or honesty, should 
be ashamed to own. If, then, this great opportunity has 
been lost, this promising enterprise shattered by down- 
right, unqualified capriciousness, it is difficult indeed to 
overrate the just indignation which all Conservatives must 
entertain towards the slave of such unpractical crotchets, 
and such sickly fastidiousness. 

If parts allnre thee, think how GladBtone shined, 
The wisest, hrightest, weakest of mankind, 

will henceforward express the idea which the world at large 
will entertain of the present Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
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Why is all' iMs ? Whai, ia really the peenliarity of Has 
remarkable, man which has made him^ in turn, the hope, of 
so many parties, and the deceiver of all? We are not 
going to. overload this essay with biographical data^ whidi 
are to be found in a dozen, books of reference, and we shall^ 
therefore, only remind our readers that Mi. Gladstone en- 
tered Pariiament in 1882,. as member for Newark, the 
pocket borough of the Doke of Newcastle. He was then in 
his twenty-third year: had taken the highest honours at 
Oxford, and was, as Lord Macaulay said of him seven years 
afterwards, " the hope of those stem,, unbending Tories who 
follow, reluctantly and mutinously, a leader, whose expe* 
rience and eloquence are indispensable to them, but whose 
cautious temper and moderate opinions they abhor." His 
theological opinions inunediately took the tone of that 
Anglican Catholicism^ the. revival of which, in the English 
Church, was almost coincident with his entry into Parlia- 
ment. And it was in 1838, when the Tract agitation was 
at its height, that he brought out his celebrated work on 
the relations between Church and State. In 1841, he be- 
came^ Vice-President, and afterwards President of the Board 
of Trade, under Sir Eobert Peel. In 1845, he resigned his 
post, in consequence of Sir Kobert's Maynooth Grant. 
And in the same year he forfeited the confidence of the 
Duke of Newcastle, and his seat for Newark, on account of 
a pamphlet which he published on " Recent Commercial 
Legislation," defending the commercial policy of Sir Robert 
Peel, but still deelaring tiuut Free l^ade was '^impracti- 
cable J' He remained out of PaiHament till 1847, thus escap- 
ing ihe grand CorxL Law battle, and when he returned there, it 
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wss-as the iBpresentatiye of his present oonstituency. His 
eondttct since that time must be pretty fresh in our readiNrs' 
minds. The interest which he took in the Goiham case, 
showing itself in a letter on the Eoyal Supremacy addressed 
to tiie Bishop of Londoa in 1850 ; his letter to Dr. Skin- 
ner, in 1851, on the functions of laymen in the Church ; his 
speech on the Ecclesiastical Titles Bill; his determined 
opposition to the Divorce Bill ; and last, but not least, cer- 
tain notorious passages in his Homeric volumes — all point 
alike to the predominant propensity of his mind. No argu- 
ments, of course, can prove such an assertion as this. Its 
irnth, if it be true, is rather to be felt, than received as a demon- 
stration. But it is an impression that sinks deeper and deeper 
into our minds the more we read and liie more we listen to 
Mr. Qladstone. There is a clerical frame of mind, as well 
as a legal frame of mind, or a military £rame of mind. In 
a clergyman it is proper and praisewortiiy, and we seldom 
see a first-rate clergyman without it. It is peculiar to no 
class. We have observed it in chnrchmen of the broadest 
type, and most muscular principles, as well as in the boniest 
Tractarian or most unctuous Calvinist. It is a common 
Mng to hear that clergymen ace bad men of business. 
They are particularly apt to forget to consider in what lig^ 
tlieir conduct will appear to others. They are so impressed 
wii^ the idea that their kingdom is not of this world, that they 
quite forget how often the kingdom of other men is. We 
know, of course, there is a pretty numerous class of men who 
remain, after ordination, exactly what they were before. But, 
except in very rare instances indeed, these are worse, not 
better, than their fellows. The average good sort of cler- 
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gyman is enveloped in a peculiar atmosphere which defies 
definition, but is felt by all who approach within a certain 
distance of him. Eyerything in his mind radiates from his 
Church as a grand centre of the universe. "With some, the 
Church means one thing, and with some, another ; but with 
all it is the monopolizing idea. Poetry, politics, science, 
war, and peace, are all scanned by him with a jealous eye 
looking steadily to their bearings on this great omphalic 
point. His conversation though he never mention the word 
Church, is pervaded by a certain indefinite flavour that lets 
you know at once to whom you are speaking. It is not that 
his mind is narrow, so much as that it is close. Not that he 
over-rates the value of spiritual things, but that he has lost 
the faculty of apprehending the value of things temporal. He 
is consequently a bad judge, for the most part, of political or 
constitutional questions ; either adhering blindly to a cer- 
tain traditional code, or plunging wildly, and without a 
compass, into the various controversies of the day, where he 
is not only often lost himself, but helps to lose others. 

Now, a considerable amount of this clerical ^Oos may be 
observed in Mr. Gladstone. He has an air of the cloister. 
There is in him very Httle of that peculiar practical excel- 
lence which Englishmen express by saying that Mr. 
Thompson is " a man of the world." He judges of politics 
far too much from the churchman's point of view. The ties 
of party, the balance of the constitution, the graduation of 
society, the sanctity of law, centralisation, and local admini- 
stration, are not any of them subjects on which we should 
anticipate a great speech from Mr. Gladstone. We cannot 
imagine him grappling with such a theme, for instance, as 
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the expediency of life-peerages, or delivering a masterly 
dissertation on the admission of judges to Parliament. He 
looks — ^whether over or under these questions different 
minds will determine differently — ^but he does not look at 
them. And when he has to speak upon them his heart 
does not seem in his work. There is always danger, more- 
over, that his views of Foreign Policy should be affected by 
this clerkly temperament. It is notorious that during the 
Russian War a large party in England secretly detested the 
cause in which we were fighting, on the ground that we 
were helping a nation of infidels against a branch of the 
Catholic Church. Persons who thought in this way be- 
longed to Mr. Gladstone's school, and it was more than 
whispered that Mr. Gladstone shared their sentiments- 
Thus he has all his life stood more or less aloof from those 
influences by which public men in this country are, for the 
most part, regulated. He has contracted a habit of rank- 
ing things first which they rank second, and of ranking things 
second which they rank first. He is a Conservative, clearly 
just as the majority of clergymen are Conservatives. But 
he is scarcely a practical Conservative. He does not con- 
sider it the first duty of a Conservative statesman to consider 
how legislation will affect the constitution of the cotmtry- 
He would not, of course, say this. Perhaps even he is not 
conscious of it. But we fear that he thinks far more of the 
special interests of one branch of the constitution than he 
does of the whole, forgetting that unless the whole is safe 
the parts cannot long flourish. This is thoroughly the 
Churchman's view. We speak not in mere bitterness. The 
conduct of the clergy on public occasions for many years past 
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Gompletelj justifies Urn leaigaage. We beliereuubfiBtsroaglj as 
any man in ilxe catiiolic oharaefeer of the dDbnrch .of Mag- 
land. We^onld do eTerything to preeerveiier eotkolic litnal 
and ordinances in theor integrity. Bntihe Jfigh Churd^ 
men (with Mr. Glfuistofie -at their iiead) go the^wrongiray- 
toTfrork to^accompliah this object, and that the;y mil find 
out when it is .too late. JThey can do .nothing exeept by 
working steadily in comiexion with a poliiijcal party. ¥et 
they^ipvill not coissentto the only conditions on iwhich pacty 
ean be conducted. Thus fbr^many years Mr. Gladstone 
has been led to .nnder^estimate the importaaee .of poariy 
obligations : ix). allow :ihe general polhical aims of the con- 
stitntional party in this country to drop into .a subordinate 
posiiion in his mind, and to forget the importance of 
keeping together a compact and jinamTnonR body jof men 
pledged to the preservation of all our tBSsential 'iostita- 
tions. He has wandered quite ^ay irom-this pomt of 
Tiew; and that he has been wrong in.^ doing may be 
inferred, we think, £ram the fact that he has quite lost that 
hold upon' the House of Commons to whifth '.hisitalentB would 
hare entitled him. 

iit is to be remarked akoihat Mr. Gladstone. is, to some 
extent, wanting in othBrdess purely intellcatiial quolitieB, the 
absence of which is aii unqaBstioDable dt«wba<i to .ay man 
who aspires to political, leadership in England. Walpole, 
North, Htt, Fox, Oanning, JPalmerston, .Biszaeli, JiaTe 
all ^an element of geniality, jbl breadih of temperament, 
arearekss consdousneBS of power, a love ofmisduef, a spiee 
of devilry, so to speak, in their composition, which wins 
uponctiie confidence of RirgKshmfln. Mr. Gladstone is too 



^ff" 



»R. GLADSTOSTE. 819 

much of ihe good boy who sits quiet for fear of tearing his 
idathes. We .nerer hear of hiln in connesion'with popular 
sports. He nerer gives utterance ioany^o^ those passion- 
ate outbursts of feeling on some great national erisis,'which 
live in the popular memory. He is a member, he would 
tellyou, ^of faigneater nation than England. He.bows before 
a law more sacred than the British Constitution. His 
country is not. bounded by the sea, nor his glories limited 
to the exploits of two iiuiignificant islands. 60 be it. He may 
be a wiser man, a more sublime philosopher, and a better 
CSiristian than ordinaiy party politicians, but lie is many, 
many degrees infieriorias an English statesman. 

.Mr. Gladstone's changes of opinion have been remarkable 
even in these days of change. But we think little of that, 
exoept as testifying to a mental peculiarity of the man. 
Up to 1845 he was a declared Protectionist, and in 1847 
he w^as a Free-Trader. In 1840 he was a High Church- 
man of the most uncompromising school; combining the 
doctnnal views of Dr. Posey, with the economic theory of 
Arnold. Long ago he declared himself to have abandoned 
thie position. He has changed his opinions on 'the admis- 
siim of the Jews to Parliament, and exhibited remarkable 
TadQation on the question of Maynooth. But of all this 
we complain very little. His mind has been passing out 
of the logical phase into the practical — at least,'«vfe are 
willing to give him the benefit of this supposition. But 
muter present drcumstances we do not find fault with him 
because he has changed his opinions, but because he has not. 
We do not find fault with him for joining the Cabinet of Lord 
Palmerston ; but for joining the Cabinet of Lord Palmer- 
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ston, thinking as he does upon Ecclesiastical and Parlia* 
mentarj Reform. It is, however, characteristic of Mr. 
Gladstone, and thoroughly in accordance with our previous 
remarks upon him, that he himself should have seen no- 
thing odd in the proceeding. He could not comprehend 
that the opposition to his return at Oxford could arise from 
any motive but spite. He could not, for the life of him, 
see that he had done anything extraordinary; anything 
calculated to startle, alarm, or disgust a Conservative con- 
stituency ; or to put the confidence even of his friends to 
the severest test. All this he was incapable of understand- 
ing. And it is just this want of sympathy, this incapacity 
for placing himself in the position of another person, and for 
looking at himself from without, that will, we are confident, 
even prove fatal to Mr. Gladstone's success in the repre- 
sentative system of government. 

It is a curious piece of inconsistency in Mr. Gladstone's 
character, that with all this mental perversity, he is, if we 
mistake not, a timid rather than a confident politician. 
He sees principles with great distinctness, but wants the 
moral firmness to act upon them. He is, like many very 
logically-minded men, suspicious of his own intellect. He 
is afraid to trust to it, and places himself in the hands of 
other people in every way inferior to himself. His sword is 
so sharp that he is afraid to use it for fear of cutting his 
fingers. So he borrows, we suppose, the blunter weapons of 
his friends. Metaphor apart, Mr. Gladstone evidently saw 
clearly enough at one time that it was his duty to join the 
Conservative party under Lord Derby. But when that con- 
clusion threatened to separate him &om his friends, he 
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shnnned the responsibility of acting upon it. He could 
not believe he could be right. All reason certainly was 
for it. But were not people sometimes the dupes of reason? 
Was it possible that this plain and straightforward course 
of conduct was also the right course ? Was he not deceiv- 
ing himself ? So the golden opportunity was lost. And 
then Mr. Gladstone did exactly the same thing over again, 
only positively instead of negatively. As he had dis- 
trusted his own confidence in Lord Derby, so he resolved 
to distrust his own want of confidence in Lord Palmerston. 
He had been heard to say he was the most unprincipled 
Minister he had ever known. But still people must not 
trust too much to their impressions. He preferred the 
impressions of two other gentlemen, and if he did wrong in 
joining the Cabinet, why then he persuaded himself that 
they were to blame and not he. 

Mr. Gladstone's oratory is what we should expect from 
his character. He is a true orator, and he therefore never 
fails to persuade us he is in earnest. He is listened to 
with pleasure, for he has all the graces and refinement 
of an accomplished English gentleman. He is brimful of 
those allusions which the House of Commons still loves. 
He speaks with sufficient bonhomie and good-humour. 
His elocution is nearly perfect : his argument, as may be 
supposed, is always admirable ; and when the subject suits 
him, he can rise to a high pitch of eloquence, grave and 
severe, extremely dignified and effective. But he does 
not penetrate his audience. He is seldom interrupted 
by great bursts of cheering. He never speaks with the 
weight of a man who has a party at his back; and he 
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speaks as if lie felt this. He addresses an admiring, but 
not a sympatibising, audience. He stands, as it were, upon 
a solitary eminence, enchaining the crowd below by the 
fascination of his presence and the beauty and force of his 
language : but when he has done, up rises one of them- 
selves, who shares their passions and their prejudices, has 
led them in many a hard struggle, and has borne the stings 
of defeat and the triumph of success in their company, and 
with, half the genius produces threefold the enthusiasm. 
Yet his support in a debate is eagerly sought after. " Will 
Gladstone speak ?'^ is an inquiry anxiously repeated in the 
course of every important discussion. To have had Glad- 
stone on their side is sufficient by itself to prevent the 
beaten party being, laughed at. It is felt that the cause 
which he defends cannot, at least, be ridiculous. But, 
after aU, the respect which is thus accorded to him as a 
man of genius is not worth so very much in the political 
market. He can make an opponent look very small for 
the time being, and therefore, of course, it is best to have 
him on our own side. But the value of his presence in the 
Cabinet is very disproportionate to his utility as a speaker; 
and as even this, owing to the causes we have mentioned, 
is not so great as it might be, we cannot believe that any 
sacrifices displeasing to the Eadical party are likely to be 
made for his sake. 

We cannot say we were surpneed at the opposition 
which Mr. Gladstone encountered in the University of 
Oxford; and we will add, that we never read a lamer 
defence than that put forward in his letter to his c(mstitu- 
ents. With his vote against the Amendment to the 
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Address, lie had discliarged his daty to Lord Derby ! 
AVhat duty ? He either owed Lord Derby nothing, or he • 
owed him a great deal more. And the younger members 
of the Uniyersity, who are, as yet, strangers to party strifs^ 
and whose admiration or dislike, however mistaken,, is 
usually generous and sincere, showed pretty plainly what 
they thought of the matter. The instincts of seven or eight 
hundred cultiyated and high-spirited young men are not 
to be despised, as Mf. JPunch, perhaps, may some day dis- 
cover. Our own opinion is, that a Gonseiratiye constitu- 
ency ought to be represented by a Gonseryatiye ; and that 
it is desirable, even from the Whig point of view, thiat 
Oxford should remain a Conservative constituency. The 
days are coming when a nucleus of healthy and philosophic 
Conservatism will be an invaluable blessing to this country, 
and Oxford has every qualification for supplying it. But 
if the traditions of the place are to be whisiled down the 
wind aa they have been of late — if the miserable fiction by 
which Mr. Gladstone imposes on himself be allowed to 
impose on the Univeisity — if a prominent member of a 
Cabinet composed of Whigs, Eadicals, and Low Church- 
men^ be considered a sufficient good Conservative to repre- 
sent Oxford, there is an end of the matter. But if Ihe 
genius loci is to be expelled front the gardens and the halls 
he has so long inhabited, we are sorry it should be done so 
dirtily. 

The old argument that a member is not a delegate, has, 
of course, been pressed into the service of Mr. Gladstone's 
supporters. It is one that we would not undervalue. But 
a child will see that a limit must be drawn somewhere. If 
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a member for Birmingliam voted for the re-imposition of 
the Com Laws, his constituents conld hardly be called on 
to re-elect him, because he was not a delegate, and had a 
right to judge for himself what was best for the interests 
of the entire nation. This anti-delegate argument, if 
pushed too far, would tend to results subversive of our 
representative system. If we do not allow that interests 
are to be, to some extent, represented, we fall back upon 
the theory of numbers. If we do allow it, we must also 
allow, that when a member fails to represent the interests for 
the sake of which he was returned, he has forfeited his 
claim to sit for the constituents who returned him. Whether 
or no Mr. Gladstone's conduct be inconsistent with the 
promotion of those interests which the University of Ox- 
ford is supposed, even in the estimation of Mr. Gladstone's 
own supporters, to embody, these gentlemen must deter- 
mine for themselves. But on a candid review of his be- 
haviour, and his opportunities during the last eighteen 
months, we think it is perfectly monstrous to accuse all 
those persons who do think it inconsistent with those in^ 
terests, of mere paltry spite. It is nonsense, moreover, to 
appeal to the maxim, Semel electusj semper eltgatur, when 
no occasion has arisen for a century and a half of testing its 
adaptability to circumstances. The University has returned 
a succession of Tory representatives from the Eevolution 
downwards. No occasion ever arose when the propriety 
of the maxim could be called in question. When Sir 
Robert Peel made up his mind to concede the Roman 
Catholic claims, he had the decency to resign his seat, and 
we must confess, that om* opinion of Mr. Gladstone's good 
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taste and good sense would have been spared a considerable 
shock had he followed his example. But we must posi- 
tively refuse to be bound, in these days of political transi- 
tion, by any such venerable maxim as that quoted by the 
Dean of Christchurch ; and if circumstances are ever to be 
allowed to interrupt its application, we can scarcely con- 
ceive of any more qualified to do so than those under which 
Mr. Gladstone recently presented himself. 

We can only live in hope that the example of Mr. 
Gladstone's conduct may not operate with fatal eflfect upon 
the rising generation of statesmen. We cannot refuse the 
shelter of the precedent which it affords to the dishonest 
and unscrupulous, any more than we can to the virtuous 
and conscientious politician. For the future, when any 
notorious act of tergiversation is perpetrated in Parliament, 
" I am only doing what Mr. Gladstone did," will shut our 
mouths at once. That Mr. Gladstone should not have 
foreseen the bad use to which his example might be turned 
is characteristic of him, but is not the less deplorable to us. 
However, we have unburdened our minds-— 

flere et meminisse rdictum est. 



MB. DISKAELI, Mat, 1860. 

The career of a leading English statesman, since the 
Beyolution of 1688, has been one of peculiar trials, yet, if 
prosperous, of peculiar happiness. Burleigh or Straff(»'d, 
Sully or Bichelieu, Alberoni or Mettemich, while free from 
those restraints which encompass the Parhamentary states- 
man, are at the same time isolated from many of those 
circumstances which augment and sweeten his success. To 
enjoy the power of placing our schemes before the world 
in the most advantageous light, and in their full integrity, 
neither emasculated by the scruples, nor embarrassed by the 
suggestions, of inferior minds ; to have none but ourselves 
to blame if our deserts are not acknowledged while we live ; 
and to look back on the ripened results of a great policy, 
when we die ; these are the privileges of independent and 
absolute rulers, to which the ministers of a Parliamentary 
Government will in vain aspire. On the other hand, the 
charm of acting with our fellow-men in the pursuit of some 
conmion object; of winning their confidence, of directing 
their energies, and of rewarding their devotion ; are joys 
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which dwell spart. from the grandeor of iaatocratic minis- 
tersy^and eompeBSttte ihe cotustitatioiial \stiitefimfui for the 
absence of imconditionftl > autkority . ^ Buish > are the ideal 
piotttres of the two positions. The real ones, it is to be 
feared I but seldom oonreepond to these colours. The fiole 
minister lies too aften aithe mercy of conrt favoimtes ; ' to 
the strokes of secret slander; to sudden and unaccount- 
able disgnce. The Parliamentary chieftain must consume, 
in the management of men, too much of that time which 
is required for the consideration of measures; and must 
exhaust his energies in counteracting the intrigues of fac- 
tion, in allaying jealousy, and quelling discontent when he 
would fain derote them exclusively to the public service. 
Hence in England, since the establishment of Parliamen- 
tary Government, the power of conducting a great party 
has become one of the chief qualifications for a statesman. 
Let him possess what other great qualities he may, without 
this one pre-eminently practical faculty, his talents are 6f 
little use. With it he can scarcely fail to perform invalu- 
able services to his cause. As far as we can judge at 
present, the existence of two great parties is an insepar iable 
characteristic of a free and a popular assembly ; and what- 
ever member of such an assembly shows the greatest ap- 
titude for the organisation and discipline of party is the 
man who in reality gives effect to the principles on which 
it is founded, even though Ihs name be not associated with a 
single measure of importance. The eminent man, whose name 
we have placed at the head of this article, is an excellent 
illustration of our remarks. Were we asked to describe his 
career up to the present time, in as few words as possible, 
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we should say that Mr. Disraeli was one of the greatest 
leaders of a party that England has ever seen. Haying 
never been the minister of a majority, independent legisla- 
tion has hitherto been out of his power. It is in the con- 
duct of the Gonseryatiye party in the House of Commons, 
since the death of Lord George Bentinck, that his greenest 
laurels have been gathered : and were he himself, in turn, 
to be snatched away from us to-morrow, that service would 
alone constitute a sufficient title to the respect and grati- 
tude of Conservatives. 

The truth of this assertion will be apparent, if we com- 
pare the position and conduct of Mr. Disraeli from the 
year 1848, with that of other statesmen who have found 
themselves in analogous circumstances. The circumstances 
in which Mr. Fox found himself in 1784 were in some re- 
spects analogous ; yet if Fox had rallied the Whig party 
as Mr. Disraeli rallied the Conservatives, he still would 
have achieved a less remarkable exploit than the right 
hon. gentleman ; for his party was at once more nume- 
rous, and showed a far greater number of experienced 
statesmen in its ranks. But Mr. Fox not only did not do 
this ; he did exactly the reverse. Instead of restoring his 
party, he destroyed it. He cut it down to the ground, so 
that nearly half a century elapsed ere its pristine amplitude 
was recovered. Again, after the Reform Bill of 1832, Sir 
Robert Peel found himself in analogous circumstances; 
and he did restore his party to efficiency. But by the aid 
of what advantages and auxiliaries ? Half the great states- 
men in the country, whom the people had looked up to for 
years, were his confederates. The Church, disgusted by 
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the ecclesiastical policy of the Whigs, was on his side to a 
man. Popular distress, resulting in Chartism, all told 
against the Government. Whereas, in 1848, every one 
of these advantages was on the other side. The experi- 
enced Conservative statesmen, whom Peel had trained to 
affairs, stood sullenly aloof. A large and influential section 
of the Church of England believed itself represented by 
these gentlemen. The agricultural distress which undoubt- 
edly prevailed at that time made the preponderant interests 
of the country still more jealous of Lord Derby. The men 
upon whom the leader of the opposition could actually 
depend for a division were fewer than one hundred and 
fifty ; and when Lord George Bentinck divided the House 
upon his motion concerning L*ish railways, supposed to be 
his strongest point, he mustered to his colours but one 
hundred and eighteen members. It seemed that " the 
great Conservative party " was on the brink of dissolution, 
or was dwindling away to the dimensions of a mere sect, 
like the Puritans under the Second Charles, or the Jaco- 
bites under the Second George. 

It was under these discom*aging circumstances that Mr. 
Disraeli was summoned to the helm. Lord George Ben- 
tinck died in the autumn of 1848, and in the following 
February Mr. Disraeli took his seat on the opposition 
benches as the unquestioned leader of his party in the 
lower House. The total prostration of the party which 
now committed itself to his charge has never been properly 
understood outside the walls of Parliament. The ranks of 
that sturdy phalanx which divided against the repeal of 
the Com Laws had been greatly thinned by the general 
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dectian of* 1847 ; and^ as we have jost stated, there were 
not one hnndred and fifty men njxm^ whose support Mr. 
.Disiaeli conld reckon. But there were more than a 
himdied members known hj the designation of ^^ Peeliteis," 
who belonged to the landed interest, and were still thorough 
GonserratiFes upon eyery article except one, which had 
constttated iheir original creed. That one was, of coarse^ 
the doctrine of Protection. Under these dicumstaDces, 
two modes of action might have presented themtselres to%a 
statesman placed in the situation in which Mr. Disraeli 
now found himself. He might have recommended his 
supporters to forget that, they had ever been a party, to 
break the continuity of their political existence, and 
abandoning altogether the constitutional functions of an 
opposition, to permit themselves to be fused with the 
general mass of the Hotese of Commons, and wait until 
foture circumstances should evolve two entirely fresh 
parties from the chaos. He might, we say, had he thought 
proper, have tendered his supporters this advice. That 
they would have accepted it, is an idle supposition. JBut 
ought he,- nevertheless, to have tendered it ? No practical 
politician would think twice about the question we are 
aware. But, for the sake of persons who are not practical 
politicians, we may be excused if we ofifer a remark or two 
upon the subject, superfluous as they may appear to those 
who understand its true nature. That such a course of 
conduct was not to be expected from men smarting under 
the sense of recent injury, whether real or fancied, and that 
it must have been, adopted at a. great sacrifice of dignity 
and moral- influence, seems* hardly to require proof. But, 
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what is more important, it caimot be supposed that eren 
in the exatement and initation of the • Protectionist con- 
troyersy, men had entirely forgotten, everything which had 
gone before. They could not forget that the ConsenratiTe 
party had been called into existence- to combat other dan- 
gers aswell as that of Free Trade. They could not unlearn 
in two sessions the lesson of fifteen* years. If nothing re- 
mained for a Conservatiye party to perform, when our I^o- 
tectionist duties were repealed, then were the former profes- 
sions of Sir Bobert Peel himself mere empty words, and the 
ConservatiYe reaction of 1841 amiechievous delusion. Such 
thoughts as these must haye passed through the minds of 
8ir Robert's more immediate followers, as well as of the hun- 
dred and fifty who now ranged themselyes under Mr. Disraeli. 
In the next place we must remember, that twelve years ago 
the doctrine of Whig Conservatism, now quite familiar to 
the public, was yet unborn. The Whigs w^re still the 
great party of innovation, still the party whose enmity to 
tho Ghuroh, whose ruinous finance, and whose mismanage- 
ment of Ireland the Tories had been called to counteract. 
If the ' Oonservatives, therefore, struck their colours, 
and abandoned their position in despair, what guarantee 
had they that the mistakes of Lord Melbourne's adminis- 
tration would not be re-enacted? It was true they could 
do little at present. But it was necessary to keep together 
the nucleus of a Ck)nservative opposition, which there was 
every reason to suppose, from the natural inclinations of the 
great bulk of ''the Peelites," would slowly but surely 
unite round itself the representatives of the landed interest. 
In deciding, theref<ve, not to tender the advice aforesaid to 
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his party, Mr. Disraeli was, we think, not only adopting' 
the only practical course that was open to him, but that 
also which was required by the real interest of the Consti- 
tution. And it is impossible to say to what extent the 
reyival of ConserratiYe feeling throughout the country at 
the present moment, which alone has encouraged Whig 
Conserratism to show its face, is due to the example of 
the Gonservatiye party in Parliament during the last eleren 
years, and to the gallantry and perseverance which they 
displayed in the face of OTerwhelming odds. 

Mr. Disraeli, then, upon assuming the reins of manage- 
ment, adopted the other and bolder altemative, and, instead 
of recommending a policy that would hare ended in virtual 
disembodiment, inculcated on his supporters the necessity 
and the feasibility of healing the schism in the party, and of 
recovering the body of seceders. To effect this result was 
paramount to every other consideration: and we would 
take this opportunity of observing that in speaking of Mr. 
Disraeli as offering his advice upon the subject, we are 
merely anticipating every possible way of looking at his 
conduct. We say it was the part of a wise statesman to 
have given such advice, if the altemative were ever mooted; 
but it is improbable that it ever was. It is much more 
likely that, by the practical men who were concerned, all 
the above arguments were tacitly assumed as axioms, and 
that Mr. Disraeli was called upon to lead their party with- 
out a thought being given to the eligibility of any other 
course. Be that as it may, Mr. Disraeli accepted the 
responsibility and undertook the accomplishment of the 
task, the reconstitution, namely, of the Conservative party 
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in the House of Commons. This was '^ his policy," and to 
this end all his efforts were directed. To have restored to 
that shattered and dispirited minority their pristine strength 
and courage ; to have won back to their side the mass of 
their estranged associates ; and to have created from their 
ranks the material of an able administration ; these are the 
right hon. gentleman's tme triumphs ; this is the work 
which he was specially commissioned to undertake ; this is 
the work which he has so patiently and successfully accom- 
plished. 

Mr. Disraeli commenced his labours in 1849 by his 
motion for a Select Committee to inquire into the '^ Burdens 
upon Land," or the unequal pressure of taxation on the 
agricultural classes. The existence of considerable distress 
among the farmers was admitted on both sides of the 
House : and by Mr. Cobden and Mr. Bright in particular. 
That some effort should have been made in Parliament to 
mitigate the severity of the transition-state through which 
agriculture was then passing, was perfectly natural and 
justifiable. But the means by whidi Mr. Disraeli sought 
to accomplish this end at once displayed his talents for 
generalship. The ^^Peelites" were, as country gentle- 
men, still deeply interested in obtaining compensation for 
their tenantry. As Free-traders, they were precluded from 
supporting anything which savoured of Protection. But 
a motion which conveyed a boon to the landed interest, 
without any taint of the exploded system, would be sure to 
meet with their approval, and probably with their open 
support. And to accustom the '^ Peelites " to find them- 
selves in the same lobby with the Conservatives upon 
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questions of common interest, was a primaiy object with 
the statesman whose policy was '^reconciliation.'' The 
accuraoj of his judgment was prored by the result of the 
division ; there being far the motion 189, to 2S0 against 
it — an increase of, at least, forty rotes npon the largest 
number of supporters which the Conseryatives had hitherto 
mustered. Following up his success, in the year 1850 he 
introduced another motion on the subject of agricultural 
distress; and, on a division, showed an accession to his 
side of no less than sixty-three members, Government 
being reduced to a majority of only tweniy-one. Twenty- 
two members who had voted against him in 1849 voted 
with him on the present occasion, and among them no less 
a personage than Mr. Gladstone, who then, for the Gtst 
time since 1846, found himself in opposition to Sir Eobert 
Peel. In the same year, Mr. Disiraeli supported the repeal 
of the malt-tax,* and spoke on the subject of county rates^ 
and the pressure of the income-tax upon tenant fanners, 
pointing out clearly and forcibly the real disadvantages to 
which they were subject: but giving utterance to not a 
syllable that could be interpreted into the recommendation 
of a retrogressive financial policy. The result of these, 
tactics soon became apparent in the increase both of num«* 
bers and moral weight, wHch his party now experienced. 
In two years they had not only rallied from their prostai- 
tion, but had become actively formidable. It was no 
longer possible to ignore their existence, or to neglect the 
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impression which they had made upon the < public mind. 
In 185 ly the distress of the agricultaial classes was ac- 
knowledged in the Queen's Speech. And when, early in 
the Session, Mr. Disraeli moved that Ministers should be 
called on to introduce some remedial measures in con- 
formity with the language which they had advised Her 
Majesty to adopt, their former majority of twenty-one was 
found to have sunk to fourteen : the numbers being 267 
for the motion, and 281 against it. The result of this 
division, in connexion with two other circumstances, brought 
about the resignation of Lord John EusselL He had got 
himself into a difG^ulty by the celebrated '^ Durham Letter,*' 
from which he saw no mode of extricating himself but by 
retiring from his post And it was shrewdly suspected 
that the extraordinary minority* in whick Qoverament was 
soon after placed, upon Mr. Locke King's. motion for the 
extension of the county franchise, had been contrived by 
Lord John Russell himself, as a pretext for resignation. 
But these two divisions were the only reasons he assigned 
to Her Majesty for relinquishing her service; and, of 
course, the more weight we attach to tham, the greater will 
appear the success of Mr. DisraeK's policy: that policy 
being, as we must never for one moment forget, not so 
much the passage of particular measures as the reconstruc- 
tion of the Conservative Party upon something like its 
ancient basis. 

That reconstructmn he had now effected^ as far as was, 
perhaps, possible, in the existing. Parliament. Many of 
the Peelites had retoraed to their allegiance. Some few 
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had fairly settled down as Liberals. The heads of the 
party alone stood aloof from both sides : dissatisfied with 
themselyeSy morbidly jealons of the men who oat of the 
despised remnant of GonsenratiYes had built up a great 
party ; and fearing that the position to which they them- 
selres had long aspired was now lost to them for eyer. 
Such, indeed, was not the fact. For thongh the leadership 
of the party in the House of Commons was never formally 
offered to Mr. Gladstone, it was perfectly well understood 
that Mr. Disraeli was at this time willing to waive his own 
claims, and hand over the gallant army, which he had 
created with such infinite labour, to the command of that 
gentleman. In 1851 he might have stepped in at the 
eleventh hour to enjoy all the fruits of Mr. ]>israeli*s 
exertions during the burden and heat of the day. But 
Mr. Gladstone has a wide imagination, and he reserved 
himself for greater things. Whether he would not have 
been wiser to accept the overtures made to him by Lord 
Derby in 1851 and 1855, as well as in 1858, we cannot 
pretend to say till we see the end of his career. He seems 
to be drifting further and further away from his early 
friends, and from his mature convictions. But whatever 
were the reasons which withheld him from returning to 
the country party on the first of these occasions, it is 
only probable that the continued contemplation of Mr. 
Disraeli, in the position which under other circumstances 
he would have coveted for himself, must have tended to 
foster a very unsatisfactory state of feeling. To return to 
1851 ; when Lord Stanley, to whom the Queen had applied 
on the resignation of Lord John Russell, had failed in his 
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appeal to Lord Aberdeen and Mr. Gladstone to assist him 
in the construction of a Ministry; when Lord John 
Rossell himself had failed in a similar request, and when 
the Peelites, in turn, had pronounced themselves incapable 
of goveming alone ; affairs, as our readers will remember, 
returned to their original condition, and the old Ministry 
resimied possession of the Treasury benches for the re- 
mainder of the year. With 1852, however, it became 
evident that Lord John could struggle on no longer. The 
defection of Lord Palmerston must have led to his resigna- 
tion very shortly, even without the back-handed blow in- 
flicted on him by the noble Viscount on the question of the 
militia. Early in that year he resigned the Seals of Office, 
and this time Lord Derby felt obliged to answer the 
demand made upon him both by Her Majesty and his own 
party. 

It is not to be wondered at that he shrank from doing so 
before. To hold office against a powerful and unscrupulous 
majority, with a Cabinet of experienced statesmen, would 
tax the energies of most men. But the Conservatives had 
to face such a majority with a Cabinet that was almost 
wholly inexperienced; composed of members who had 
taken so little part in public affairs, that the names even of 
some of the most eminent were absolutely unknown to the 
Prime Minister. Eleven of them were sworn in Privy 
Councillors on the same day. The style in which they 
played their parts is as creditable to their own talents as to 
the discernment which selected them. Their subsequent 
career has fully justified the choice. But it is not siur- 
prising that their want of familiarity with official work 
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shonld hanre been regaxded by Lord Dezby as a serious 
impediment to saooess. 

But this was not tlie worst. Whetlier^an7:ciicnmstaiiees 
at ail could haye enabled the Cons^rvotires to retain their 
hold of office in 1852, is a matter of conjecture. But it 
caonot be denied that the aotnal cironmstances rmdear which 
they did take office were extremely mifortonate. By the 
spring of 1853 the agiicidtural distress would have passed 
away, and with it the necessity for pro^sing any plans of 
mitigation^ inalienably associated in the public mind with 
the system of Protection. The Tories came into office in 
the spring of 1852, were compelled to dissolve Parliament 
in the smnmer of the same year, and were forced by the 
Opposition, who saw the approaching turn of af&urs, as 
well as the ConservatiYes themselves, to inttoduce their 
financial measures before they could take advantage of the 
diange. Gould the dissolution of Parliament have been 
deferred but for* another nine months, the a^cultorists 
would have completed the term of their adversity, and the 
necessity for attempting some relief would no longer have 
existed. Thus Lord Derby's candidates, unencmnbered by 
the imputation of Protectionist opinions, would have met 
with more support throughout the kingdom, nor have been 
dragged down in the water by a class of men t^o were on 
the point of discovering that they were able to swim alone. 
But unfortunately the old Protectionist party in the House 
of Lords was so strong, and so wedded to their opinions, 
that Lord Derby was. totally unable to announce his frank 
acceptance of Free Trade. Thus an appeal to the country 
became immediately necessary, and the battle, which might 
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afterwards have been fonght upon equal tenus, was now 
foaght at a disadvantage. Btit eren then, had it been 
possible for the new GrOTemment to defer the introduction 
of their &iance measures till the usual time, that is, till the 
month of March or Apiil, matters might hanre turned out 
differently : for the disappearance of suffering among the 
body of their especial supporters would haye left them more 
at liberty in the construction of their Budget. But the 
Opposition hurried on the meeting of Parliament in the 
month of November, and insisted on the immediate an- 
nouncement by Ministers of their financial policy. Assured 
of a fixed majority. Lord Derby might have boldly refused 
to be forced out of the usual track ; but his weakness left 
him no alternative but submission. The Budget of Mr. 
Disraeli was produced in December, amid the applauses of 
the Times newspaper, and the commendation of the veteran 
Mr. Hume. But it inevitably contained provisions which 
enabled the Opposition to declare that it was conceived in a 
Protectionist spirit; and it was finally rejected by a ma- 
jority of nineteen. Not, however, on its merits, if we can 
believe its principal opponent : for the two very features in 
Mr. DisraeH^s Budget which Mr. Gladstone made the* 
groundwork of his attack, he has himself subsequently 
adopted on a larger scale and with less provocation; we 
mean the appropriation of moneys to the service of the year 
which were not raised by the revenue of the year, and the 
acceptance of the income-tax as a probably permanent im- 
post. Li all this, however, there was nothing but the 
inevitable force of circumstance of which the Conservatives 
could complain. They had played a losing game with 
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spirit. They had passed some important measures, and 
when they yielded, they yielded only to the expiring eflFort 
of a particular prejudice, from which neither genius nor 
prudence could have delivered them. We believe that the 
party in general were fully sensible of this truth, and were 
not at all dissatisfied with the result of their brief experi- 
ment. The bulk of them felt that their leaders had been 
tried and not found wanting ; that they had fought a good 
fight, and come out of the contest with eclat So that, 
although the Whigs and Whig-Radicals now everywhere 
gave out that the CJonservative party had thrown its last 
stake, and would never hold its head up any more ; such 
was not the feeling of the Ck)nservatives themselves, and 
they waited with patience, and confidence in the tact and 
statesmanship of their leader, till a fresh opportunity should 
occur. 

During the two following years the position of Mr. Dis- 
raeli was less arduous than it had been. The Conservative 
party, well satisfied with his exertions in their behalf, and 
not doubting that the break-up of the Coalition govern- 
ment would speedily give them another turn, kept their 
ranks together, and suffered little or nothing from deser- 
tion. Of their expectations at this time we may say : 

Audiit, et voti Phoebus succedere partem 
Mente dedit, partem volucres dispersit in auras. 

The Coalition government perished within two years of its 
formation, and the Conservatives were again invited to as- 
sume the reins of power. But the prospect which now 
shone before their eyes was speedily overclouded. After 
having made unsuccessful overtures to Lord Palmerston 
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and Mr. Gladstone, Lord Derby declined the responsibility 
of taking office at so formidable a crisis of affairs, and the 
golden opportunity was lost. We folly appreciate the 
patriotic motives by which Lord Derby was actuated. He, 
no doubt, felt that the necessity of a strong government at 
such a moment was paramount to every other considera- 
tion. But we have often thought that a strong govern- 
ment might have been formed under the noble Earl just as 
well as under Lord Pahnerston. The Parliament was Lord 
Derby's Parliament, and his supporters were nearly three 
hundred. They numbered in their ranks men who had 
already shovm themselves capable of administering the de- 
partments of Government. There was every chance that a 
dissolution, if he were driven to a dissolution, would give him 
a net majority. We are quite aware of the presumption of 
criticising Lord Derby's decision. But it is necessary to 
dwell upon the circumstances of thai year, because they ma- 
terially affected the position occupied by the subject of this 
article. Up to that time the Conservatives had put their 
hand to the plough, and had not looked back. They had 
complete confidence in both their leaders, and could not 
fail to be sensible of what they owed to Mr. Disraeli. 
Within less than four years from the death of Lord George 
Bentinck, when their position was such as we have de- 
scribed, he had seated them in office. It was due to him 
that the shock of defeat and expulsion had not injured 
their morale ; and that, when again it seemed likely that 
her Majesty would require their services, they were at once 
prepared to take office with an excellent prospect of success. 
But when, Lord Derby relinquished this chance, the hearts 
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of hk party for the fint time xusgare them. Lazd Pal* 
meiston mB apparently m office lor ihe term of his natucal 
Hfe. All the prizes of powcnr, and all the rBFvrards of per— 
sererance yanished into CBome distant fatore. Onoe more a 
spirit of apathy and disaffection invaded the ranks of the 
GonservatiTes, and once more it deyolved on Mr. Disraeli 
to reanimate the disheartened host. 

How was he to do it? Any actiye opposition to the 
Goyemment while the war was still proceeding was not to 
be ihonght of : and patiently and aimonsly did Mr. Disraeli 
wait till the retam of peace, and some blmider on the part 
of his adyensBiy, should give him the oppoctimity.he songlit 
for. PolitioB are like war: it is sometuaes necessaiy to 
strike a vigorous blow, more for the sake of encouraging 
our own men than of destroying the enemy ; and for a 
chance of doing this Mr. Disraeli had now to look out. 
But there was still another and more important object 
which again seemed to be within his reach. The dissolu- 
tion of .the Coalition Government had set free Mr., Glad- 
stone. Had it not at last become possible to reconcile .him 
with his old friends ? Taking advantage of the unpopular 
provisions relating to the Income-tax contained in the 
Budget of Bir C. Lewis, in 1857, Mr. Disraeli brought 
forward, an amendment which secured the support of Mi, 
Gladstone and Bir James Graham, and was based on cal- 
culations which time has completely justified. But the 
dissalaisfaction which long ^elusion £:om office, coupled 
with dislike of the Peelites, had bred in the Conservatives 
peeped out on this occasion, and some five^and-twenty 
members of the party voted with Lord Pahnerston on the 
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diwiaQy who thus .ofaiamed :a minority .of « eiglity. Jboxd 
Derhj^B indignatioajat tbeiOQoiiufft.of ijiis .own. siippoiterB 
was openly expnoBsed. Eat it v was, norertheless, repealed 
on the OGoasion of the Ohmese diviaian ; ;aiid liord Palmer- 
ston, .a^oealingrto ihe oonntry' while puhlic leeting was yet 
hpt, and hefbce the^natioii liad had time to. reflect. itpon the 
real hearings of the questioa, iobtsbied .that celebrated 
majority which £YentaUy heeame.his ruin. >It is. needless 
to remind our readers, at this distance of: time, that the cry 
relied upon. by GoYenmieBit /was, that British .officers must 
be Bu^)orted in .the dischazge .of their duty. We should 
certainly be. among the last .to dffliy such .a. proposition. 
£at stereotyped i cries of .this kind are always liable to 
abuse. When the Bow-street magistcate lays .a £ne on 
some noctomal offender, infonniog him gravely, at the 
same time, that ^^the poHce must be suppoxtad," the phrase 
may, and geneoally does, imply that the police haye been 
assaulted by the prisoaer in :ihe jdischazge of iheir duty. 
But it may dbo, a&d occasionally .does, mean that the pri- 
soner has bean assaulted by the police, in yioktioii of their 
duty. And, though the phrase is a conyoiieat one for the 
magistrate, enabling him to stifle remonstrance, and pro- 
ceed with the business of the day, it is foxtmiate for the 
public that the nnsuse of it is occasionally exposed, and .the 
itdiing fingers of that .most respectable force restrained 
within due bounds. Our jeaders, indeed, may remember 
that a reaction had taksn place against Lord Paknerston 
before the general. election was over. But it came too laie ; 
and his trimnph for the moment was complete. 

j^ow we most remember that, this diyision,; aad its subse- 
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qnent resnlts, were none of Mr. Disraeli's seeking. Viewed 
merely as a question of strategy, it was not a good issue on 
which to try a fall with Goyemment. Less keen-sighted 
politicians than Mr. Disraeli foresaw the result of a clever 
appeal to the British Lion. But when the motion was 
brought forward by Mr. Gobden, he had no altematiye bnt 
to support ity or to beHe his own convictions. The Chinese 
debate, therefore, was not a party motion, and Mr. Disraeli 
was not answerable for its results. These, we know, were 
sufficiently disastrous. But the situation of affairs was not 
without its compensating features. The Peelites as a party 
were dissolved. The support of the thirty Conservatives 
who voted with. Mr. Bentinck had placed a wider gulf than 
ever between Lord Palmerston and the Liberals. The 
second association of Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Disraeli had 
considerably diminished the gulf between himself and the 
Conservatives. It is no disparagement of the gentlemen 
who supported Lord Palmerston to say, that the recon- 
ciliation of Mr, Gladstone with his former friends would 
not have been too dearly purchased by their secession. 
And there can be no doubt that Mr. Gladstone was at this 
time approximating nearer and nearer to a formal junction 
with the Conservatives. Lord Palmerston's alliance with 
Lord Shaftesbury, his conduct on the Divorce Bill, the 
conduct of his supporters upon Church Rates and Parlia- 
mentary Reform, were all at variance with the most che- 
rished convictions of the member for the University of 
Oxford. The financial principles of Sir Comewall Lewis 
were so abhorrent to his own views, that he united with 
Mr. Disraeli in opposing him, although between himself 
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and the leader of the Opposition- there had been grave dif- 
ferences of opinion abont the true nature of an income-tax. 
Finally, when the GonsenratiYes had resolved to support 
Mr. Milner Gibson's amendment on the second reading of 
the Ck)nspirac7 to Murder Bill, thej found Mr. Gladstone 
on their side. Lord Palmerston, as we know, was beaten 
on the division, and resigned, to make way for Lord Derby. 
And thus a second time, in the teeth of great discourage- 
ments, and after a long and uphill fight, Mr. Disraeli had 
brought his party into power, with the full sanction of that 
statesman whom they were all most desirous to secure, and 
amidst the general congratulations of the independent 
organs of the press. For the difference between the votes 
given in favour of the first reading of the bill, and in 
favour of Mr. Gibson's amendment, was ignored only by 
Lord Palmerston's particular supporters, and was faUy re- 
cognised by all impartial persons who professed any ac- 
quaintance with the facts. 

We have now brought our sketch down to the year 
1858, which forms an epoch in the history of modem 
Conservatism. The party was in office once more, with the 
old majority of 120 against them ; and though it would, 
no doubt, be inactive for awhile, they naturally could not 
count on its forbearance after the first few months. The 
India Bill was the first measure of importance which occu- 
pied their attention; and though the adverse majority 
took care to embarrass them as much as possible, without 
incurring the odium of unseating them, they passed that 
measure with credit, and derived considerable lustre from 
the admirable behaviour of Lord Stanley. The celebrated 
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resokiiion of Mr. Cavdwell, lektiye to the Gaxming 
Despatch) fwhich the Liherak expected to carry by a 
majority, .first of 100, thea of 80, and afterwards of 
40 or 50, bat whidi finally had to be withdrawn amid 
the. derision of :the whole; House, strengthened their hands 
still farther, andinade them, in fSact, safe for the Temainder 
of the session. Who that remembers 'the supercdlions air 
of the Whig party, and the Taunting language of their 
journals— who that saw their understrappers swaggering 
about.the Beform Club, and predicting a majority of ninety, 
but can sjrmpathise with the witty exultation of the Slough 
banquet ? 

But it > was obvious to Mr. Disraeli that this was a state 
of ihiugs' which it was neither possible nor desirable should 
kst. The government of the country by a minority of the 
House of Commons, except as a mere temporary expedient, 
was incompatible wiih government by party. And that 
government by party should continue to flourish and endure 
was obviously the determination of the Whigs. No rein- 
forcement which the Conservative party could hope for, 
under the existing system, would give them the requisite 
majority for establishing their own principles. Neither the 
more conservative section of the Whigs, nor the moderate 
section of the. Independents, showed any symptoms of an in- 
tention to unite with .the Tories. Mr. Gladstone had refused 
to join. Lord Palmerston, to whom the leadership of the 
House of Commons had been.twice offered, at Mr. Disraeli^s 
suggestion, had refused to join. The idea of any such junction 
had become an idle dream, by w^hich Mr. Disraeli himself, 
and the more practical members of his party, had long 
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ceased to be deladed. But it obtained great currency out 
of dooiB; and it has been since made a subject of complaint 
against Mr. Disraeli, that he did not act in obedience to it. 
But that experienced statesman knew* very well that there 
was little chance of any such amalgamation while the Whig 
party continued to be under the guidance of Lord Palmers- 
tcm and Lord John Eussell: while the Liberals, he knew, 
would only unite with him as a temporary expedient to ac- 
complish their own purposes.* No dissolution, on the 
other hand, would bring the party up to a greater strengfii 
than three hundred. They had beoi fluctuating now be- 
tween three hundred and one hundred and fifty for ten 
years, and saw no better prospect for the future. A ma- 
jority of pure Gonservatiyes was, therefore, impossible. A 
majority, composed of strangers, allumi by some special 
measure, and disappearing when that was Jiassed, was of no 
permanent ralue. Experience had shown this. And if no 
new remedy could be applied to the numerical deficiency of 
the party, it was better that they shoiuld gire up the struggle 
at once, and resign themselves to the pleasures of opposi- 
tion for the rest. of their existence. The question tiien 
arose, was Parliamentary Reform such a remedy ? If so, 
the Ck)nservatiyes were perfectly at liberty to introduce one. 
There is no reason in the world why the Conservatives 
should not give us a Seform BiU just as much as a Budget 
or a Beer Bill. The subject is open to all comers, and was 
first mooted by a Tory. A JEleform Bill which would give 

* Vide Sir John Wakfa's FradieallUtuUs ofOeEtformAct ofl9B2, 
who emphitically oonfinna thia view. 
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them a majority, and thus enable them to act upon their 
principles, could not very lo^caUy be called a desertion of 
those principles. If any such measure then was necessarj 
to the interests of the party, it was not inconsistent with 
their honour. It had, moreover, been promised in her 
Majesty^s speeches for three or four years, so that she was 
in a manner committed to its adoption. The public a year 
ago was strongly, though quietly, in its favour; and to 
come to lower consideralions which weigh strongly, never- 
theless, with a certain class of purist politicians, the intro- 
duction of a Beform Bill by Mr. Disraeli was the only thing 
that prevented the expulsion of Government from office at 
whatever moment Lord Pahnerston* might choose. For 
some of these assertions we need only refer our readers to 
the usual sources of information in the shape of newspapers 
and periodicals. One year ago no one ventured to even 
hint that Lord Derby could have shelved the Reform ques- 
tion. Then, with Liberals, such as writers in the Times, it 
was a national requirement : with extreme Tories it was, 
at the worst, but a necessary evil. A year has passed away, 
and the Times thinks it an evil which was scarcely neces- 
sary, while extreme Tories denounce it as a blunder. They 
are both, like too many of us, wise after the event. That 
such language has now become possible is exclusively due 
to the late ministers. By adopting Parliamentary Beform, 
they took it out of the pale of party questions, and caused 
it for the first time to be examined on its merits. The 
result we see ; and, as usual, we forget the authors. But 
had a Conservative Government assumed an attitude of 
hostility to Beform, the excitement on the subject, which 
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was languid, but not extinct, would at once have burst into 
a flame, and all the old watchwords of party have been 
revived in full virulence. To argue from the state of feel- 
ing whicli exists now to what it might have been possible 
to do then, is to confound the child with the parent. The 
disinclination to Reform which we observe at present, has 
arisen out of the Bill of 1859. Yet we are told that 
this disinclination is the best proof that the Bill of last 
year was unnecessary. Such is the logic of a certain class 
of politicians. A dispassionate consideration of the whole 
question has set the public mind against it. But till it 
became clear that the Conservatives were not going to 
resist or to evade the demand, it was never considered dis- 
passionately. In the absence of the excitement which a 
struggle of the old kind would have been certain to pro- 
duce, men have lately turned their eyes upon the probable 
results of the measure itself, and it is not too much to say, 
that the sight has given them a distaste for it, to which 
they were before strangers. But their minds were very far 
from being in this state in the beginning of 1859. The 
Times then repeatedly declared that a Reform Bill was ab- 
solutely necessary, and had there been the slightest show 
of attempting to evade it on the part of a Conservative 
Government, Lord John Russell would have moved a reso- 
lution which must infiEdlibly have unseated it at once. 
It seems to ns, therefore, that both the honour of the 
Crown, the state of public feeling, and the interest of the 
Tory party, alike demanded some measure of Reform from 
Lord Derby. The Crown was pledged to it. The people 
demanded it^ if not on any very intelligible principle, yet 
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with sufficient distmctness to make its refusal fiital, at all 
erents to a Tory Administration : while the interests of the 
Tory party would, it seemed, be better consulted by redres- 
sing the inequalities of the Reform Act, than by fruitless 
efforts at drawing a ConservatiTe majority from the existing 
constituencies. But there were, as we have said, other and 
more immediately practical reasons for undertaking to deal 
with this question. In January, 1859, the troubles on the 
Continent were thickening. It was eyident from the first 
that Lord Palmerston intended to make use of them as a 
lever for uprooting the Administration. He was in the 
receipt of constant and confidential information from the 
Emperor of the French, who regarded him as a martyr in 
the imperial cause. He had it, therefore, m his power, to 
choose his moment of attack, whenever he had reason to 
believe it would be more than usually embarrassing. In 
the mean time he had the difficulty of the CkarUs et 
Georges on which to found a resolution against Govern- 
ment, should the Austro-French controversy not furnish 
him with a better one. What could Grovemment expect* 
from a hostile resolution of this nature in a House of Com- 
mons where they had considerably less than three hundred 
supporters, and where liiey had been placed in a minority 
upon questions of importance no less than six times within 
the first month of the session ? Obviously nothing but 
defeat, and that by so large* a majority as to preclude any 
appeal to the country. Had a motion of this kind been in- 
troduced while the introduction of a Reform Bill was still 
uncertain, it is calculated that the Opposition would have 
drawn together a majority of eighty. How was this to be 
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prerented? There was clearly only one ohaiioe. To 
promise the introduction of the Beform Bill' without d'elaj. 
This promise would stave ofF any hostile reBoltition, for the 
House and the country would not sanction the expulsion of 
ministers before giving their Reform Bill a* hearing*; and 
there were good hopes that a liberal, yet well-balanced and 
carefully considered measure, would bo accepted by the 
House, and strengllien the hands of Gov^nment so much 
as to leave them nothing to fear from oth^ quarters. It 
was a wise and spirited policy, and ihe extreme closeness of 
the straggle which ensued, against such apparently heavy 
odds, is the best proof of its si^acity. The Reform Bill 
which Government introduced contained so many popular 
and felicitous ideas, and was distinguished by so obviously* 
earnest a desire to grapple with the real imperfections of 
the existing system, tiiat Lord John RuiseU dared not 
allow it to go into committee on the one hand, nor openly 
to resist the second reading on tiie other. He accordingly 
framed his celebrated resolution to prevent the second read- 
ing coming on, and artfully based it on that one provision 
in the bill, which, taken by itself, presented some appear- 
ance of unpopalarity. We mean Ae exchision of borough 
freeholders from the county constituendes. Enlarging on 
tills so-called '' measure of disfranchisement,** though, as he 
was often reminded, there had never been a Reform Bill 
yet which did not contain measures of disfranchisement, he 
succeeded, after a hard-fought debate, in mustering a ma- 
jority of thirty-five. But this was sufficient for the 
purposes of Ministers. From the majority of one hundred 
and twenty to have been able to strike off no less than 
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eightj-fiTe apon Uie critical diTidon of the Session, was a 
ppCKoi that the tide of public opinioQ was turning in their 
favoar, and waxfij justified the dissolution of Parliament. 
At first, th«r prospects were highly favourable. But, ere 
long, an aoxiliaiy came to the assistance of their adversaries 
with which it was impossible to contend. The Italian war 
broke out What private understanding existed between 
Lord PalmeTBton and the French Emperor: by what care- 
fully-laid plans it was contrived that the invasion of 
Lombardy by Austria^ and the general election in England 
should occur simultaneously, it will be for the future his- 
torian to explain. But that the coincidence was not purely 
accidental is, we believe, a very general opinion among 
those who have enjoyed the best opportunities of judging. 
The Emperor is far too wise a man to be an ungrateful one. 
But in this particular case both gratitude and self-interest 
pointed in the same direction. That the Whigs should be 
restored to power was the reward most acceptable to Lord 
Palmerston. That they should be restored by an anti- 
Austrian agitation, was of all possible events the one most 
serviceable to the Emperor. When the interests of two 
parties are thus so completely identified, there is no neces- 
sity that any formal bargain should be struck. Each has 
too much at stake in fulfilling his part of the transaction to 
leave room for suspicion of the other : and we do not there- 
fore mean to assert that anything like a regular contract 
was concluded between the Emperor and the Statesman. 
We content ourselves with repeating that the invasion of 
Lombardy, occurring when it did, was extremely fortunate 
for Lord Palmerston, and much to be desired by Napoleon, 
and we leave the conclusion to our readers. 
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Its effect apon the English elections was sufficiently 
marked to reduce the contemplated gains of the Conserva- 
tives by a few, but though few, still precious, votes. But 
its influence operated most disastrously upon the inde- 
pendent Liberal members, who, on the whole, had been 
prepared to go with Government. The cry that ministers 
could have prevented the war — ^that they had done their 
best, it must be owned — but that their foolish Austrian 
sympathies had neutralised their best intentions, was now 
the cry sent up from every Whig candidate in the king- 
dom, and every mouthpiece of the party. The effect was 
naturally most damaging. Yet for one moment longer the 
battle seemed to hang in suspense. The Whigs had created 
a bad impression against Government. But what were they 
to do with it now that they had got it ? It extended only 
to the subject of foreign affairs. Yet no vote of censure 
on the management of foreign affairs could be proposed till 
the Government papers were on the table. But if, in the 
interim, ministers were allowed to proceed with the busi- 
ness of the session, they would be gaining strength every 
day, and it would, perhaps become impossible to dislodge 
them before the prorogation of Parliament. To turn their 
majority to account the Whigs must strike the blow at 
once, while the party feeling, kindled by the excitement ot 
the election, was still hot, and they could reckon on their 
men with certainty. Perhaps, too, they were willing to 
surrender some portion of the advantage which a direct 
motion upon foreign affairs might have possessed, for the 
sake of avoiding the possible disclosures of the Government 
correspondence, and the risk of a death-blow to their repre- 
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sentatioiis, which, as it tmned out, these papers actoallj 
oontainecL The result of their deliberations was, that 
instead of a resolntion condannatoiy of the GoY«iuxi«it 
foreign policy brought forward bj Lord Pahnerston, the 
conduct of the assault was confided to the hands of Lord 
John Bussell. Any pardeolar issue was now, th^efore, 
given up ; and the assailants were driyen to rely upon a 
sweeping charge of general and unqualified incapacity. It 
is now clear that Lord Derby and Mr. Disraeli together 
had conducted the policy of their party with such consum- 
mate skill, that no particular point of it was open to a 
successful charge. All that the Opposition could say was, 
that GrOTemment could not pass their measures, which was 
only equivalent to saying that, previously to the dissolution, 
they had not possessed a majority. But as this had not 
been held a sufficient reason for displacing them before, 
there was no particular reason why it should have been 
thought so then. Here it was that the suspicions so stu- 
diously disseminated against their foreign policy just 
turned the scale. In a House of 633 members they were 
beaten by a majorify only of thirteen ; and of this thirteen 
several afterwards dedared that had they known the truth 
upon the subject, they should have voted on the opposite 



Such is the histoxy of the long and desperate party 
struggle in which the two sessicms of 1859 were consumed. 
That any portion of the time required by public business 
should be so consumed is, no doubt, much to be regretted. 
But if the remasks of the eminently philosophic and im- 
partial statesmtm, which we have quoted on a previous 
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page, are correct, then it is- eyident, not only that great and 
protracted party conflicts mnst periodically occur, to the 
total neglect of public business, but also that the power of 
leading a party in battle is a qualification inferior to none 
which an English statesman can possess. Yet siijice the 
younger Pitt struggled through a whole winter against the 
furious and repeated charges of a Whig majority, no other 
display of gallantry and skill has been witnessed in the 
House of Commons equal to that exliibited by Mr. Disraeli 
and his party. He fought their battle with consummate 
coohiess and judgment. They obeyed his directions with 
unflinching confidence and fortitude. During the time that 
he led the House of Conmions, many new supporters had 
been oonrerted into fast friends; and some old enemies 
into avowed allies. Among the latter was Mr. Gladstone. 
Notwithstanding the strong and independent convictions 
idiich that gentleman possesses, both on ecclesiastic and 
foreign pofitics, he never for one moment hesitated to sup- 
port Lord Derby's Gk>vemment, deeply implicated as it was 
in both these subjects. His mission to the Ionian Islands, 
his vote in favour of the Eeform Bill, and against Lord 
Hartington's amendment, all seemed to proclaim that Mr. 
Gladstone had enrolled himself among the regular fol- 
lowers of Lord Derby. And so, no doubt, in his own 
mind, he had. Had the Government continued in office, 
Mr. Gladst(me, ere long, would have been found upon the 
Treasoiy benches. This, we believe, may fairly be regarded 
as a certainty. And to have led his party through such 
difficult ground, and through such a variety of great ques« 
tions, without onoe giving offence to the lively sensibilities 
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of Mr. Gladstone, is an adueyement which reflects the 
highest credit on Mr. Disraeli's courtesy of manner and 
knowledge of mankind. 

It cannot be said that either her Majesty or the public 
were pleased with the saccess of the Opposition. The tes- 
timonials of respect which Lord Derby has received from 
numerous public bodies, testify to the feelings of the latter, 
while he was singled out by the Queen for a special mark of 
favour immediately after his resignation. Nor was the ex- 
pression of her Majesty's sentiments confined to this act. 
She refused, in the first instance, to see either Lord John 
Russell or Lord Palmerston ; and it was not till the total 
incompetency of Lord Granville to form an administration 
became evident, that her Majesty, with extreme reluctance, 
consented to send for Lord Palmerston. But even then she 
was unwilling that the two most important offices in the 
Cabinet should be shared between the two conspirators. 
" Lord Clarendon," said her Majesty, " must be Foreign Mi- 
nister." And when Lord Palmerston repaired to Lord John 
Russell, according to their previous agreement that which- 
ever was first sent for should command the services of the 
other, he announced to him, probably not without sup- 
pressed glee, that he could offer him any department in the 
administration but that of Foreign Secretary. " That," 
replied his lordship, with characteristic promptitude, "is 
the only one I can accept." And once more was her 
Majesty coerced by the kindness of the " friends of her 
youth." It was under these manifestations of feeling from 
her Majesty that the present Cabinet was constructed; 
and subsequent events can have done little to modify the 
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suspicions to which those feelings owed their birth. Lord 
Pahnerston's Government was established to carry a satis- 
factory Reform Bill, and to preserve our good relations 
with France. We throw a glance at public affairs, and we 
see a Reform Bill universally despised, and the entente cor- 
diale dissolved.* 

On the merits of Mr. Disraeli's Reform Bill we need say 
no more. The crowning merit of that measure was, that it 
departed from the evil precedent of the first Reform Bill, 
and sought to make the qualification for the franchise at 
once less arbitrary and more various. Its object was to 
give the Conservative feeling of the lower orders a fairer 
chance, and so to obtain for the Conservative party that 
parliamentary majority which experience up to that time had 
shown they were not likely to obtain by other means. With- 
out a Conservative majority, it is impossible to take a bold 
stand upon Conservative principles. Let us hope that the 
awakening from sleep which the general Conservatism of 
the country has recently experienced may result, at no 
distant date, in awarding that majority to the natural 
guardians of the Constitution. But if not, let the Con- 
servative party in Parliament no longer be blamed either 
for their inability to protect our institutions, or for their 
efforts to enable themselves to do so by any contrivance in 
their power. 

The sum of our remarks is, that we must judge of Mr. 
Disraeli by his success as the Leader of a Party, and not as 
a Minister of State ; in the latter capacity he has had no 

* Written 1860. 
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opportanity for aoqairiag a rqpQtatioxi, einoe ihe Minister 
of A nunoiity can neyer afford to lose sight of party ecknsi- 
derations. The exact valae to be attached to tsocoess m 
this 8{^ere will, of oourse, be differ^itly estimated : Aoiigh 
the more famiUar a man is with the character aad fiiatoiy 
of Parliament, the more highly will he be disposed to laste 
it. But there is choc point about which there cannot be two 
opkuons ; and that is, the value which a man's o^m party 
ought to place upon it. It may be a slight effort, or a 
great effort, to biing a drowning man to land ; but the 
individual rescued has no business to think about the 
matter. We do not mean that there is in our own 
mind any doubt about the magnitude of lihe services per- 
formed. The Conservative party in 1849 must have be- 
come powerless but for Mr. Disraeli ; nor were his exertioDS 
in their behalf confined to mere personal displays .of wit or 
personal ezhortations to courage. He popularised Ihetr 
creed and their language ; he taught them that liberality was 
the attribute of no party, of no sect, and of no rank in life ; 
but an element in the human character perfectly distmct 
&om the profession of particular the<»ies. In practical 
matters he gradually diverted their en^gies from a usdess 
struggle to a path in which success was possible: and 
taught them, instead of grieving over changes wbidi could 
not be reversed, to demand a compensation which could not 
in justice be refused. That compensation, the equity of 
which had been acknowledged by Sir Eobert Peel, and was 
now acknowledged by Mr. Gladstone, they would un- 
doubtedly have obtained, if the distress of the agriculturists 
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had oontiimed. And this method of mitigwtang lihe haxd- 
ships under whidi they laboured, as it saTonred in no wue 
of Protection, gmdctally redaiiaed to tiieir ranks the nu^- 
rity of i&e seceding GonserratiTes who had become convertB 
to Free Trade. On the question of representation, Mr. 
Disraeli was the first to bring clearly before the ptitlio 
mind the gross injustiee which had been inflicted on the 
landed interest in 1832, by the proportion in which mem- 
bers had been allotted to the boroughs and the counties. 
And with the detection of this inequality, he gave his party 
a locw standi in the question of Eeform, distinct from the 
unpopular attitude of simple resistance. Lord John Russell 
himself, in 1854, acknowledged the validity of the right 
h(m. gentlemnn^s complaint, and made some clumsy ^orts 
to redress the wrong which he had exposed. 

We have no hesitation in saying, then, that the seryioes 
of Mr. Disraeli to the ConserratiTe party haye been such 
as hardly any other liying statesman could have performed. 
His peculiar style of eloquence, admirably adapted for the 
formularisation of great principles, and his unrivalled 
powers of wit and sarcasm, were exactly the weapons which 
his party most required. Having been thoroughly beaten 
on a point of detdl, it was more than ever necessary that 
they should be able to extricate themselves from the smoke 
and dust of the conflict, and show that what the Conserva- 
tive party was before 1846, tiiat for all essential purposes 
it continued to be afterwards. Being exposed to the in- 
cessant jibes of the daily and weekly press, it was peculiarly 
important that they should have at least one champion 
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within the walls of Parliament who could repay such 
attacks with interest ? His personal qualifications for his 
position were, therefore, nnrivalled. His policy, we main- 
tain, was only such as every Conservative statesman who 
aspired to any real influence over public affairs has been 
more or less obliged to adopt. We mean that no party 
can aspire to govern this country for any length of timey 
under the guidance of leaders who belong to its extreme 
section. The leaders of the Liberals must be more conser- 
vative than many of their supporters ; and the leaders of 
the Conservatives more liberal. The whole history of our 
ParHamentary Grovemment, from the days of the October 
Club down to the present year, is one long illustration 
of the fact. We need only to turn to the pages of the 
Examiner to perceive in the reign of Queen Anne an 
almost exact counterpart of what is occurring in the reign 
of Queen Victoria. The disastrous effects of trying to 
govern on extreme principles was clearly exemplified 
during the four years that succeeded the death of Mr. 
Canning. And ever since the Beform Bill the attempts of 
ultra-politicians to force their own views upon the leaders of 
the party they belonged to, have been perpetual sources of 
weakness to every successive Government. 

Sir Bobert Peel however might have led his party on to 
Free Trade, we are convinced, if he had gone the right way 
to work. But he owned that he did not trust his party. This 
shows the character of the man. We are confident he was 
mistaken. Besides, his reasoning was fallacious, after all. 
The few supporters who followed him in his repeal of the 
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Corn Laws in 1846, would have followed him at any time ; 
or at all events quite enough would have followed him to 
have carried the measure through Parliament. He could but 
have broken up his party, at the worst; and he could not 
have broken it up more completely than he did in 1846. 
It was this cold and suspicious disposition which was the 
cause of all the mischief, from Which we are now suffering. 
He had no reason in the world to justify his distnist of 
those loyal and enthusiastic supporters who had stood by 
him for so many years : and had he appealed in turn to 
their fidelity, we cannot bring ourselves to doubt that the 
result would have been far less disastrous. Thus it is that 
great parties are always broken up. Suspicion creeps in 
where no suspicion need be. Between pride on the one 
side and doggedness on the other, the breach is widened ; 
till at length, for no one reason that could stand the test of 
half an hour^s calm discussion, the work of twenty years is 
undone in a single session. 

These are the trials which embitter the career of an 
English statesman, and are unfortunately of more frequent 
occurrence than the pleasures we have described in our 
opening remarks. Mr. Disraeli, however, has as yet been 
fortunate in having more of the former than the latter. 
He has long commanded the enthusiasm of four-fifths of 
his own party, and he has during the last few years attained 
a high place in public estimation. Nothing could have 
been more gratifying to the right hon. gentleman's 
feelings than the tribute of respect recently paid to him 
by a political opponent, in vindication of his Parliamentary 
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career.* And certain we are that the judgment of fultire 
generations will be eonoeiyed in a similar spirit ; that tia.<ejr 
win recognise in the r^ht hon. member for BoddnghjoB— 
shire a statesman who had profoundly stadied tiie MsboiTy 
of the British Constituiuxi, and had anrred at broad TiewB 
in political philosophy ; and a party leader who, if % GT. 
C Lewis be right in his assertion that '^ all great mea am es 
are brought about by party mores,'' then, as much as any 
man liTing, deserres the appellation of greatness. 

•^ Doily Nwff, ApzU 24, 1860. 
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We faaye recentlj had so eopioas an effusion from 
the fHress of political memoirs and diaries relating to 
the hundred years which extend haekwards from the 
present day to the aocession of George III., that omr 
appetite for the kind of food is necessarily a little sated. 
Although, howerer, the political and public interest of 
sadi works is inevitably diminished by thdr frequeni^; 
yet the human interest attaching to them is eyer yiyid and 
engrossing. What our grand£ftthers thought fair or unfair 
in their poKtioal dealings with each other; round what 
manner of men the confidence of the nation gathered; 
what were the relative values of morality and genius in 
determining a statesman's position — ^these are inquiries of 

* DUry sad Conespondenee of Charies Abbot, Lord Coldiester, 
Speaker «f tbe Heaae of Coamona, 1808-1817. Edited by hU mo 
Cbarleft, I^id Colchester. In Three YolniDee. London : Mmrray. 

The Journal and Correspondence of William Lord Auckland. 
With a Preface and Introduction by the Bight Hon. and Bight Bev. 
the Bishop of Bath and Wells. In Two Yolnmes. London ; Bcafley. 
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which the charm can never fade nor the utilily be erer ex- 
hausted. The stadj of constitutional goyemment through 
the medium of these pages is like the contemplation of 
bees under a glass hive. We see the secret and intermit- 
tent processes by which great eyents have been matured. 
And how curiously patriotism and selfishness, a sincere 
faith in principles and an obstinate lore of power, may be 
united in the same men. 

One conviction, we think, will be found to have taken 
root in almost every man's mind who has gone through a 
course of such reading with constant reference to the 
present ; and that is, how very much mistaken those per- 
sons are who fancy that the bonds of " party " sit lighter 
upon men now than formerly they did. We will not go so 
far as to say that the converse is the real truth. But con- 
duct which sixty years ago excited but littie condemnation, 
would not, we think, escape so easily at the present day. 
We are not now alluding to the North and Fox Coalition. 
For that unquestionably did provoke the British public out 
of all its customary forbearance. But Lord Grenville's con- 
duct to Mr. Pitt in 1804, and Lord Sidmouth's acceptance 
of office in the same Cabinet with Fox two years after- 
wards, are instances, the one of political ingratitude, the 
other of political laxity, which certainly did not meet with 
their just share of public condemnation in their own day. 
It seems to us, therefore, that as the publicity of our Par- 
liamentary procedure has increased, men have become more 
chary of violating their party obligations rather than less. 
And if such be the case, what better testimony can we have 
to the real excellence of our party system ? 
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The personal element will always, of course, enter largely 
into all political combination. Pitt had his '^ following ;" 
North had his following ; Fox had his following ; in later 
times Canning had his following ; Sir Eobert Peel had his 
following ; and at the present day Mr. Disraeli has his ; in- 
dependently in each case of their regular parliamentary 
supporters, who are concerned only with principles. But 
this is a kind of influence which should be used with ex- 
treme caution. With too little of it a party will lack all 
the more generous and stimulating elements of political 
warfare, and run great risk of degenerating into a mere 
machine. With too much of it they will run an equal risk 
of forgetting the real ends for which party was instituted, 
and of merging all other considerations in the triumph of 
their favourite chief. That Canning's deyotion to Pitt led 
him into this error during the Administration of Mr. Ad- 
dington is as little to be denied, as that the devotion of 
certain gentlemen to the late Sir Robert Peel was attended 
with the same result after 1846. But of Pitt may be said 
what we fear cannot well be said of Sir Robert — ^that he 
discouraged the over-zealous partisanship of his young 
disciples, and listened without pleasure to the squibs and 
crackers with which Canning loved to singe the " Doctor." 
The so-called " connexions," or bands of relatives and de- 
pendants who mustered under the banner of some great 
leading oligarch, were the correlatives of the kind of " fol- 
lowing " we speak of. But, unlike the latter, these '^ con- 
nexions " were almost wholly confined to the Whigs, and 
productive of almost unmixed evil. 

Another general reflection suggested by these memoirs 
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and periu^ the most interesting of all, is this : How slight 
an inflnenoe upon the calcolations of statesmen seems in old 
times to have be^i exercised by pnblic opimon. The public 
men of sixty years ago moTed in a small circle, with their 
gaze inrariably tamed inwards, and seem to have judged of 
men and events solely by those criteria which passed corrent 
in their own sphere, and neyer by those ruder and broader 
standards which actuate the vulgar world. Yet the opimon 
of that vulgar world not unfrequently set at defiance the 
predictions of the wisest statesmen. And nothing is more 
ronarkable throughout these voluminous memoirs than the 
contrast which they present between the opinions of the 
initiated few and the actual issues of affairs. The downfal 
of ministers, for instance, is 'constantly predicted, because 
they were deficient in those qualities which at White's and 
Brooke's were held to be essential to success — ^brilliant 
eloquence, or great connexions, or striking administrative 
talent. The moral support which a ministry derives from 
feeling itself in unison with the popular opinion of the 
day went for nothing in their eyes. Not even the large 
majorities which these doomed governments regularly ob- 
tained in Parliament seem to have affected this prejudice. 
There were, in fact, in those days, no means of weighing 
that subtle social force with which we are now so familiar ; 
no machinery by which its essence was distilled, and poured 
out before the statesman every morning. Public opinion 
then only found a vent in political meetings or addresses 
to the Crown. Now it sleeps cahnly on the surface of The 
Times newspaper, like the sun upon a pool of clear water, 
and proclaims to all who can read, what the wisest of our 
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fathefs litUe knew. It is, of course, not to be forgotten, 
^ that public opinion was in those days not merdj less 

i perceiTed, but actually less influ»itial. As it has grown 

i stronger, it has diffused itself more and more widely, and 

t its difiusion has in turn made it stronger. But still it 

I existed in great strength throughout the reign of George 

! m., and many a Whig statesman might hare been saired 

from bitter disappointment, could he only have dimed its 
import. 

A third very marked impression created on one by works 
of this class is of the general trustworthiness of tradition. 
We see that acquaintance with the private aide of a public 
man^s character, while it enables us to fill in particular details, 
leaves the broad outlines untouched. We are led to reflect 
how nearly impossible it is that men of this emmence, whose 
lives and actions have been exposed to the fall light of 
publicity for some thirty or forty years, should be greatly 
misjudged by their cont^nporaries. And thongfa, of course, 
the farther we dire into the past the less confident can we 
feel that historical statements are not individual prqudioes, 
yet it is c(»nfortahle to remember that, where we have the 
means of judging, we see that those characters of men which 
have finally been adopted by historians are substantial^ the 
true ones; subject of course to those obviooa allowances 
for the personal pnjudioe of the writer which every man 
can make for himself. 

It is to be observed, however, that unless e£ted with 
extreme care, the journals, letters, and miscellaneous re- 
mains of public men are sure to represent so maeh of 
personal prepossesrions as greatly to impair their value 



i 



368 CHARLES ABBOT, LORD COLCHSSTKR. 

for historical purposes. The first idea which occurs to 
the mind of anj man interested in sadi subjects, on see* 
ing or hearing of a fresh issue of familj papers, is, that 
now at length we shall haye the true histoiy of some 
hitherto mysterious transactions ; that we shall be admitted 
behind the scenes, and see the actors in great events with 
their stage costume thrown aside. Well, we do see all 
this ; but in proportion to the freedom with which trans- 
actions are discussed and motives acknowledged in snch 
documents, is the openness with which personal prejudices 
are indulged and political enemies defamed. Hius what 
we gain on one side we are in danger of losing on the other. 
We are certainly admitted to disclosures which could never 
have been made in Parliament ; but we are also distracted 
by interruptions which greatly obscure their moral lesson. 
The saints of old are said to have suffered from the malig- 
nity of demons, who would interpose th^nselves between 
the pages of a good book and the eyes of a devout reader, 
leading away his thoughts to unholy objects, and making 
the words of truth and wisdom unintelligible. The reader 
of political memoirs is tormented in the same fftshion by 
the demons of spite and partiality, which flit before his eyes 
like bats, as belabours to extract the truth from some long 
and confidential narrative. The value, therefore, of a really 
honest and really competent editor for works of this de- 
scription may be easily understood. But it seems very 
difficult to procure one. The task is often done by rela- 
tions ; and the relations of a distinguished man are prone 
to adopt all his views, and defend all his fancies with little 
or no examination. The Diary now before us is not entirely 
free from these defects, bearing chiefly on the characters of 
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Lord Eldon and Mr. Canning. To explain what we mean, 
we quote a few lines, dated October, 1804 : 

In March last the Chancellor had a tete-a-tete dinner with Mr. Pitt, 
of which he acquainted Mr. Addington a month afterwards ; and after 
Mr. Addington had resolved npon his own resignation in order to give 
the King a freer choice of a Ministry, the Chancellor delivered to the 
King a letter from Mr. Pitt, in which there were expressions injurious to 
Mr. Addington. Against this proceeding, Mr. Addington remonstrated 
with the Chancellor on the night before the new Ministry was formed, 
and told him at a Cabinet meeting that to have done so was unpar- 
donable. 

What the editor should have here added is, that the 
Chancellor did not present the letter to the King until 
after he had been requested by the King, at Mr. AddingtorCa 
own suggestion^ to ascertain the views of Mr. Pitt. When 
Mr. Pitt communicated these views to Lord Eldon for 
transmission to the King, was he to refuse to deliver them 
because they were unfavourable to Mr. Addington ? The 
supposition is absurd. Pitt's letter is, perhaps, too strongly 
worded, but that was no fault of Lord Eldon. 

Other comparatively trifling instances may be adduced, 
to show that Lord Colchester has not consulted quite as 
carefully as he ought to have done the contemporary me- 
moirs of the time. At page 100, for instance, of the same 
volume, he prints some strong expressions employed by 
Lord Sidmouth against Canning inmiediately before the 
resignation of the Grenville Ministiy ; but he has failed 
to notice that in a letter written by Lord Eldon to his 
brother, only one fortnight later, it is stated that the whole 
body of Pittites had resolved to support Mr. Canning in 
ih% difference between him and Lord Sidmouth. Lord 

211 
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Skkm is not a Toy villiiig witeesB, so that iiie aBsertion is 
probably quite tme-; while tiie &ctahowB thattheare was a 
large nnmber of able and honourable men who entertained 
a Tiew of Hr. Canning's oondoct yastly different from Lord 
Bidmonth's. 

The author of this Diary himself, thongh not without 
strong poUticl sympatides, w«8 early remoTed from actwe 
participation in the battle. And his duties as Speaker 
trained him to a habit of impartiality, of which we fre- 
quently discern the benefit. Sitting in the Speaker's chair, 
between the fiery spirits then ranged upon each side of liiniy 
he must hare reoeiyed the highest kind of parHaBnentary 
edneation whidi it is possible for public hie to hnpart. Yet, 
after all, whether it were from innate (Msinclination for po- 
litical afiJEurs, or simply from the well-known circurngtanee 
tinst "those who stmd nearest often see the least, we caasot 
tell ; but Lord Colchester's remimsoences are not as abcm- 
dast in interesting matter as we should have anticipated. 
Probably there is troth in hoUk explanations of the fact. 
Lord Colchester had -early imbibed literary tastes ; and he 
had early masifested a preference for a compartftiTely ob- 
sccnre certainty to the dtance of a moi:*e brilliant emxaenoe. 
The son of a west^couivtry cleigyman of ancienrt^ Hnjeage, 
he was a pupil of i^e classic Markham at Westmsnster, 
whose yerses shise <iat in the ^' Carmisa Quadri^simalia/' 
like ^e moon among tiie lesser fires. At Westminster he 
got his eiecfion, and at Christ Chuvch he got the Latin 
yeirse ; no avenue to idistincti(m being at that tisae open to 
members of the Uniyersity except iiie Chaaoellor's prizes. 
in those days *' all its original bnghtness *' had mot yet cb- 
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parted from an Oxford prize poem; and young Abbot's 
" Petms Magnus" was honoured with the special recogni- 
tion of the Empress of Bussia, who sent the young poet 
one of the gold medals " struck by her command upon the 
peace with the Turks." Sixty years sooner this distinction 
alone would haye placed the lucky student in the high road 
to political preferment. Howeyer, though he did not attain 
to the distinction of a Prior or an Addison, he cannot be 
said to haye done amiss. In 1783 he was called to the bar; 
and during his first ten years he ayeraged 1500Z. a year. 
Yet so slight seems to haye been his confidence in his own 
ability, that on the first opportunity he exchanged his 
chances for a compromise, and became Clerk of the Eules 
in the court of King's Bench at a salary of 2700/. a year. 
The same principle guided him in his political career. In 
1795 he entered Parliament as the nominee of the Duke 
of Leeds. He immediately deyoted himself to objects of 
great utility rather than of thrilling interest. While the 
wai8 of the Titans were rolling around him, we find the 
future Speaker intent upon Dockyard Conmiittees, Forfei- 
ture Bills, Expiring Act Bills, and the like. All honour to 
such menl They are the true type of the solid Anglo- 
Norman gentleman — ^the Angle with his steady work, the 
Norman with his ineradicable nonchalance. K eyer any 
man heard "the mighty crack" unmoyed, it was Abbot. 
And he reaped his reward. For such men Speakerships 
and Chaimuuiships were created, and nature would haye 
been yiolated had not Abbot stepped into the yery fijrst 
practicable yacancy; to which, indeed, his friends had una- 
nimously destined him from his first entry into public life. 

2b2 
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It would be unfair to him, however, to conceal the fact that 
so high an opinion was entertained of his talents, that he 
more than once had much higher offers made to him. Botii 
AddingtoYi and Perceval would have given him a leading' 
Cabinet position, would he have consented to quit the otium 
cum dignitate in which he had ensconced himself. Bat 
Abbot was not, as it seems, that sort of person. His ideas 
of literary leisure, indeed, appear to have early faded into 
air. He was essentially a working man to the last. Bat 
he seems to have liked his work and his holiday, the one 
undisturbed by the other ; and, if we may hazard a con- 
jecture, he seems early to have determined that he would 
enjoy life, and would not sacrifice the real good of that to 
any visions of future grandeur, or to realities of heartache, 
headache, and indigestion. He clung, accordingly, to the 
Speakership till his health became inadequate to the labour. 
He then exchanged his position for the dignified tranquil- 
Kty of the Upper House, with the title of Lord Colchester 
and a pension of 4000Z. a year. He took advantage of this 
change in his estate to visit foreign countries, especiallj 
Italy ; and we have a vast amount of these, volumes filled 
up with the "Municipal Grovemment of Genoa" — a sort 
of subject in which the ex- Speaker would luxuriate. Re- 
turning to England, he joined the extreme Tory party in 
the House of Lords ; voted against everything that was pro- 
posed ; and had the honour of dying as he had lived, a staunch 
defender of the old eighteenth-century Constitution. 

Lord Auckland, as also Lord Colchester, seems to have 
belonged to that class of men whom one imagines must 
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have been more ntimerous under the ancient regime than 
the modem,— those, namely, who take to poMcs as a 
profession, and have consequently the strongest induce- 
ment to stand well with aU parties. It is indeed greatly 
to the honour of this class of men that they have, as a rule, 
resisted the temptation to which such a position exposes 
them, and that fewer instances of tergiversation are to 
be found among them than among their less dependent 
brethren. Men, it would appear, succmnb more readily to 
the cravings of vanity Ihan to the prospects of mdigence. 
But Lord Auckland entered political life under bad aus- 
pices His oracle and confidant was Mr. Wedderbume, 
a man perhaps naturally impervious, rather tiian de- 
liberately disobedient, to the voice of political morality, 
but who was not on that account the safer comisdlor 
for a young and fortmieless politician. The pair hunted in 
couples, more or less closely, during the whole of Lord 
Auckland's public life, and shared the merit of various po- 
litical exploite, which, however we divide the responsibihty, 
still leave no inconsiderable weight on the shoulders of the 

diplomatist. , . , . i. 

Lord Loughborough, with many good pomts m his dis- 
position-such, for instance, as his kindUness towards^men 
Z letters-had very Uttle sensibility to common ^ru^CB^ 
It is said that, when a barrister, he used to «,h«t bu^.ne« 
from the City aldermen. Old Sheridan, who taught h>m 
elocution, comph^ined of his ingratitude, ^f^^"^^' 
says that the effect of his oratory was spoiled by h» re 
^ZLtoru.rn..nij. He began his political careerimder 
C Bute. On the downfal of that Minister he became a 
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flaniing pttriot. When that occapation was exhausted, he 
again became a piUar of Toryism mider Lord Nor& In 
1782, he snggested a ooalifion which stnick at the rerj 
root of Tory prmciples. And at a mnch later period he 
again intrigued against Pitt with equal selfishness, but 
more duplicity, inasmuch as he then sat upon the wool* 
sack, with which his support had been purchased after the 
disgrace of Lord Thurlow. 

Taking counsel with such a man as this upon the political 
crisis which followed the death of Lord Eockingham, it was 
inevitable that Mr. Eden's moral eyesight should to some 
extent be darkened. A much yotmger man than the Chief 
Justice, and accustomed to ask his advice from his first entry 
into politics, he allowed his own natural shrewdness to 
be employed by the ambitious lawyer. Both together 
brought the full weight of their influence to bear on Lord 
North, and prevent his junction with Lord Shelbome. The 
tmprincipled character of the policy which they forced upon 
him was at once recognised by the public, even though we 
were willing to believe it was not recognised by themselves. 
Nor was it more contrary to principle, than it was to the in- 
terests of the public. Such a Ministry as was capable of 
being formed by the junction of North and Shelbume would 
have anticipated the Government of Pitt ; and having the 
advantage of Lord Shelbume's knowledge of foreign aflfairs, 
would probably have avoided some of those blunders which 
even Pitt's best Mends do not deny that he committed, 
liord Loughborough would have got just as much in such a 
contingency as he got from the event which he promoted. 
For Thurlow remained Chancellor throughout. That such 



J 



LQES AVCELARJ}. 375 

a Ministiy was not foimed eith» in 1782 or 17S8 was iiia 
work of these two geoilemen. And to hme pferentedxte 
formation, were their motives as pure as driven snow, ia a 
blot on their political wisdom and a detraction from Uttir 
pabUc deserts which no other aerFices can obHterate. 

The above, then, is one passage of Mr. Eden*s career 
which gave rise to that xoifaYOuiahle estimate of his dia» 
racter against which the Bishop now protests, thongfa 
wiUioiit doing anTthing to change our previoaa oonstntcilion 
of it. This passage it was wiiioh caused (Jeorge lU. to 
speak of Lord Auckland as an " eternal intriguer." But 
the favour which he lost by one piece of intrigue he regained 
neariy twenty years afterwards by another. Mr. Pitt 
always blamed himself for having presented the subject of 
Boman Catholic Emancipation to his Mi^ty witiiout suf- 
ficient preparation. But it appears that what Mr. Pitt 
neglected to do for himself others had b^^ to do for him. 
In 1800, Lord Loughborough writes to Lord Auckland 
that he ought to give a hint to the Archbishop of Canter* 
buzj on the subject The King must be put upon his 
guard against the meditated treachery of his Minister. 
The Pjrotestant zeal of the Chief Justice could not 
contain itself when he saw the blow that was levelled at 
his religion. Truth was greater than friendship ; and his 
duty lay clear before him. So, despising the probable mifr- 
oonstruotions of his enemies, he begged Lord Auckland to 
interfere. His lordship, evidently nothing loth, undertook 
the task. He wrote to ih,e Primate; tine Primate spoke to 
l^e King ; the King i^oke to Mr. Pitt; and in the course 
of a few months die public was astonished at the news that 
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Mr. Addington was Premier. But the beauty of the whole 
story is, that nobody professed so much astonishment a& 
Lord Auckland. He complained to Mr. Pitt that he had 
been unfairly treated in not being apprised of his intentions. 
The ex-minister replied briefly that Lord Auckland knew 
best which of them had most reason to complain of the un- 
fairness of the other. But, not satisfied with making these 
statements in priyate, and pouring out his grievances to 
George Rose, he had the uncommon efirontery to stand up 
in the House of Lords and declare that Pitt's resignation 
was a mystery, and must arise from some hidden motive of 
which the public was not to be informed. This was too 
much even for Eose. The following morning he wrote to 
Lord Auckland, declining for the future the honour of his 
acquaintance. The authorities for this story are Lord 
Malmesbury's "Diary and Correspondence," published in 
1844, and Sir George Eose's " Diary and Correspondence," 
published in 1859. Lord Campbell adopts the story, and 
the present editor makes no attempt at refuting it. He 
only says that he thinks it will be refuted if anybody ever 
writes the life of Lord Auckland with impartialiiy. But 
we certainly cannot understand why the present volumes 
stop shoft^ where they do — ue. in 1793, when such very 
important circumstances in his lordship's political career 
remained to be explained. 

It is far more agreeable to contemplate Lord Auckland 
in private life and in the centre of his family circle. The 
journal which he kept during his residence in Spain is most 
entertaining, and exhibits him to the reader in a very 
agreeable Hght. His description of the country, the people, 
and the inns are most graphic and picturesque, and the 
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King and his shooting-parties are described with great 
homonr and felicity. Here his acuteness and talent for 
working in the dark, which led him astray in England, were 
well matched against the politicians of the country, and 
were highly serviceable to the British Government. This 
portion of the work we have read with unmixed pleasure, 
and can confidently recommend to the pubHc, as giving a 
better idea of the general appearance of Spain before the 
Revolution than any other book we are acquainted with. 

Lord Auckland, too, was very fortunate in his corre- 
spondents. Among others, Mr. Storer writes with an ease 
and piquancy which we scarcely find in Horace Walpole, 
and with a command of fashionable and literary gossip 
which enables him to do justice to his style. Storer him- 
self was a famous kind of man in his day — something of 
the Beauclerc stamp, but with more good nature and fun. 
He used to be called the Admirable Crichton of the period. 
He did everything, and in almost everything he did he 
excelled. He was a first-rate classical scholar, a collector 
of books and prints, had a fine taste in art, and was an 
adept at the same time in all manly exercises — especially 
in skating. He led a lounging literary club-life, on a 
fortune of 8000Z. a-year, and died a bachelor in 1799. 
The only thing we don't like about him is his constant 
depreciation of Burke. He calls him ^Hhat Irishman,** 
and sneers at the ^' Reflections on the French Revolution,'* 
not as a political but as a literary production. But for all 
this his letters are delightful. The last bit of Court 
scandal, the last St. James's-street witticism, the last 
elopement, the newest rumour of a marriage, and the 
latest announcement of a birth, are all chronicled for the 
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sort ol news wemi to here been ft icoogmnd joke wilk ker 
aoqviiiilMoeB. In ooe of hu letton we fasre m ynj fiBBj 
deKripftioiiof Bngfaton; OetolMr, 1788 : 
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the rojal exjunplc^ ercrybodj *»«<M^t himadf aL libaty to do as tlie 
Prince himaelf did ; and ererj votary at Mrs. WestonV court thon^t 
hendf as good, in some respect s , as the lady ifho seened to hoU tiw 
lint tank in ths plnee. It was cuioas to obsare at the plaj-hsaae 
the dimaz of immorality, from the lowest to the fizst zange roond the 
boxes. But nothing was so Mngni^r here as to see oar Mend Lord 
Bradendl, in so new a point of view. He was living with all theae 
fiiirnyniph% in the easiest manner. Howfarhuvirtiie was in danger 
I win not psetend to say, hot if Gate ooold not tznst himself at Baiaa, 
I should think his Lordship mns some risk at Brigfatelmstone. He is 
now no longer called " Bis Honour," but the familiar appellation of 
■<Codkie"iBSBb8titirtad inits steed. It is said a great personsge is 
peodigioMly annasd with this new esgneman, which the keeper of his 
privy pnrse has 



It strikes us that '' a oaiaoi great persoiiAge " must haTe 
been Terj eaalj dirertecL But perhaps there was some- 
thing in the designatian of ^' Gockie " which only otrntem- 
poraxies oould appreciate. 

Storer^s letters sob gemmed with neat little classical 
allusions, always grateful to. the busy man of the world if 
he happen to be an English gentleman. On tilie King's 
Tigorous policy immediatebf after the recorery of his reason, 
he quotes finom MyrH^^ si rum errasaat fecerat ilia minus. 
And when he teases his £dend at the Hague to send him 
some Dutch piiikts, he likens himself to Goolius plaguing 
Gioero in Cilioia to send. him some panthers. 

Another oonespondeiKt of Lord Auckland who writes 
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yeiy pleaBaniij mB Holroyd, Loid Sheffield, tlie editoi of 
Gibbon, thongh he seems to haare been ^^ a vile Whig." Bat 
one of the most channing letters in the whole collection is 
from one of the Miss Norths to Mrs. Eden, which shows 
that the fair writer bad inherited all her father's pleasantry. 
'^ My dearest Nell/' it begins, and after tkankmg that 
lady for some beautiftil pink gauze whicb she had sent, 
proceeds to reward her with the following : 

Last Monday morning I went to Kensington Gardens, and ereiy 
penoD I niflfc attacked me witli, "^Haye yoa heard of the dwl?*'—'^Oh 
dear no I Do tell me aU about it. Where waa it ? Who was it 

between? What was it about ?"—'' Between Mr. F and Jack 

L , this morning in Hyde Park, about Mrs. F ; you know 

they hare been going on sbaisefiiny a great while.**— "Kot I, indeed ! 
They haye ffirted certainly, too mueb, but many more ahaneiul ifirta- 
tions are about." — *' Oh ! that there are, certainly, witness Lady 

B and Mr. W , Lady T and Mr. B— ^, etc. etc etc. etc; 

bnt this was very bad, indeed, and I mtka no doubt Mr. F— — — has 
made yery serious disooTeriea.** — ^^ Then you are not sve that he has ?*' 
*' No ; but nothing less could justify a duel ; depend upon it they were 
caught.*' But, however, it certainly is not so ; for, upon further in- 
quiry, I find Mr. F has not the smallest ground to believe himself 

actually in the happiett atate mi the tmrld, but foe some time has been 
uneasy at Jaek*s attention to his wife, and ordered her not to speak to 
him ; but she had too much spirit to be governed by a husband, and I 

believe talked the more to him to show that she had. Some d 

good-natured fHend (who is always at hand upon soeh oeeasioos) wrote 
anoBymoBs letten to Mr. F— - telling him all that han^ened^ and a 
great deal more, till he was worked up to a most violent fury, and^ one 
night, insisted upon her not going to Banelagb, when she was engaged. 
But to be kept at home to please a surly husband was too much. She 
would go; and go shs did. 

The issue of this affair, told also by Storer, was a duel, 
which did no harm except to the lady's reputation, which it 
naturally ruined for ever. 
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It has been said of manjr gtetemifn tiial tiicj were 
to most adraiitage in pimte h§t : 

^m tlK kappfar kov 

Of Mcial jkmmat, ill rrr^ngfd for power. 

And oertainl jT Lord Auckland is one of tliem. But in the 
diaries and ooneapondenoe whidi oonstitiites political me- 
moin in general, we see them nether in prirate life nor 
public. We see a mixture of the two. We see public 
affairs nnder the process of priyste arrsngement; and it is 
jnst at sach a time that the pers<malities of public life, the 
selfishness, the riralries, and the mahce rise to the snrfaoe, 
while nobler and deep^ springs of action disappear from 
view. We must not, therefore, accept the general level of 
sentiment maintained in these papers for the whole of any 
man's way of thinking npon state transactions. We mast 
be careful also of mistaking the style in which grave sub- 
jects are occasionally discussed for real levity or indiffe- 
rence to the public interests. Partly, perhaps, owing to the 
simplicity of the English character, and our tendency to 
keep our strongest emotions out of sight, we often find the 
tone which is proper to a man's private and domestic con- 
cerns imported into the discussion of political principles. 
Finally, there is the exactly opposite danger to be guarded 
against — ^that, namely, of imputing to affectation or insin- 
cerity the use of a loftier phraseology than common, which 
by men long accustomed to address Parliament on great 
questions may often be employed with unconsciousness. 
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PARTY.* 

{Rqn'inted by permistion from '^ Fr€user*8 Magazine") 

It is now almost exactly one hundred and fifty years ago 

since the great literary advocate of the then Whig party 

wrote as follows : 

In cases of this nature, it is the daty of an honest and prudent man 
to sacrifice a doubtful opinion to the concurrent judgment of those 
whom he belieyes to be well-.intentioned to their country, and who hAve 
better opportunities of looking into all its most complicated interests. 
An honest party of men, acting with unanimity, are of infinitely greater 
consequence than the same party aiming at the same end by different 
views: as a large diamond is of a thousand times greater value whilst 
it remains entire than when it is cut into a multitude of smaller stones, 
notwithstanding they may, each of them, be very curiously set, and are 
of the same water. 

Rather more than sixty years after these words were 
written, another and a greater than Addison, and likewise 
the chief literary ornament of the same party, expressed 
himself thus : 

Party is a body of men united for promoting, by their joint endca- 

* A Tory's Account of Toryism, Wliiggism, and Radicalism. De 
Qninoey. YoL xv. 
Hie Political Parties of Modem England. Ibid. 
May*0 Confltitntional History of England. YoL iL chap. I 
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rvan, the natioiud interest npoa some particnler principle in ^irluch 
they are all agreed. For my part, I find it impossible to conceive that 
any one believes in his own politics, or thinks them to be of any 
weight, who refuses to adopt the means of having them reduced into 
piactioe. It is the business of a specnlative philosopher to mark the 
proper ends of govemmenL It is the business of the politician, who is 
the philosqpher in action, to find ont proper means towards those ends 
and to employ them with effect Therefore, every honourable con- 
nexion win avow it is their first purpose to parsue every just method 
to put the men who hold their opinions into sach a condition as may 
enable them to carry their common plans into ezecntion, with all the 
power and anthority of the State. As this power is attached to certain 
situations, it u their duty to contend for those situations. ... . If an 
individual does not concur in these general principles upon which the 
party is founded, and which necessarily draw on a concurrence in their 
application, he ought from the b^tnning to have diosen some others 
more conformable to hb opinions. When the question is in its natore 
doubtful, or not veiy material, the modesty which becomes an indi> 
vidnal, and (in spite of our court moralbts) that partiality which be- 
comes a well-chosen friendship, will frequently bring on an acquiescence 
in the general sentiment. Thus, the disagreement will naturally be 
rare; it will only be enough to indulge freedom, without violating con. 
cord or disturbing arrangement And this is all that ever was required 
for a character of the greatest uniformity and steadiness in connexion. 
How men can proceed without any connexion at all, is to me utterly 
incomprehensible. 

Again, after the lapse of near a century, « stttfeesmaii 
whom many persons, probably, would place upon a level 
with Bnrke, spoke thus dedsiTely in defence of the Tote of 
want of confidence proposed by the Whig party in 1859 : 

I fully admit that this motion is a party move .... but I must be 
permitted to remark that all great questions in this House have been 
decided by party moves. A parliamentaiy system can only be con- 
ducted by the combined operation of parties. If we look back to former 
times we shall find that all great questions — the Reform Bill of 1882, 
Catholic Emancipation, and the Repeal of the Com Laws — were dealt 
with in the way of party moves ; and whatever amelioration is to be 
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floqieclBd la ear pment state mist, acoordiag to the ceiwtitation el the 
House of CommonB, proceed from the same sources. — iSpeech of Sir G. 



^ C, Lewis, June 10, 1859. 

r 
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Ttna tnpLe testiiiiony in ivrour of the systen of party 
home by three sodi men, oyiyered at sach intervals of 
time, and in the light of such varionB and ample expe- 
lienoe, ought sorely to courmob ns that the affected supe- 
riority to party ties, of which it is not tmecmmion at the 
present day to hear men boast, is in reality no sign of in- 
tellectual Tigoor ; and that it is oftener claimed by those 
whoee minds are too efifaminate to eomjurdiend the true 
Talne of the system, than by men who are really so exalted 
as to be unable to stoop to suoh distinctions. 

De Qoinoey, writmg in the years 1885 and 1837, in 
answer to the supposed iaquiiy of a friend as to what riew 
a Toiy then took of the position of parties in the State, 
laid down ihat this was little if at all affected by veoent 
changes ; the Toiy remaining then, as esret^ the custodian 
of the *^ timocratic" elements of the Gonstitntion, and the 
Whig of the popular or democratic element. Hie practical 
ohjeot of the paper was to show tibat when any of the adhe- 
^afeiJ^d. nmi,^ d«.gen». Jls. it is the 
dsty of the mam body to forswear them, and to join ior a 
time wiih their opponents in resktag Hie oonunon &e. 
This, he said, was what the Whigs did in 1792, and Im 
might hwFe added, that it was what the Tones did in 1688 ; 
aad he oontended tiiat it was the duty of the Whig parfy, 
after the Reform Bill, to have imitated this behaTionr as 
toon aa it became evident that their new Radical «Uiies wen 
fnr going to extremitaes never before oontemplatad j« being 
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within the Whig programme. He also drew a just and 
Teiy oseful difitinction between a puty r^arded as ihe de- 
pository of a particolar political principle, and as ihe adro- 
cate or opponent of particolar measures arising ont of its 
position at the moment as the siq>porter8 or the antagonists 
of Government. The one, of conrse, maj naturallj flow 
out of the other ; but they do not always, or, indeed, gene- 
rally do so ; and hence one source of popular confbsion on 
the subject, which, though Mr. De Quincey has not been the 
only one to notice it, has nerer been explained with as 
much clearness and publicity as its importance requires. 

The above paragraph pretty well exhausts the chief 
points of these two interesting tracts, of which the one has 
never been before printed, and the other we suspect is but 
little known to the present generation. The extent to which 
we either agree with or differ from the conclusions therein 
indicated, will show itself in the course of our remarks. At 
'present, we confine ourselves to offering a few observations 
upon the primary distinction of all here drawn between 
Whigs and Tories. In answer to the question, as pro- 
pounded in 1835, a question, however, that could only be 
asked by a rather shallow thinker, whether Whigs or Tories 
are " in the right," De Quincey^s view is logical and ample. 
Both are in the right: each being entrusted with the 
guardianship of distinct parts of the Constitution, which 
both venerate as a whole. But it is manifest that a par- 
ticular party can only be defined as the protector of the 
" timocratic" side of the Constitution, while the elements of 
the timocracy are united among themselves, and constitute 
one interest. It is remarkable, however, that such a state 
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of things as this is the exception, not the nde, in England. 
When it does occur, the combination is irresistible. With 
the Grown, and a large majority of both the aristocracy and 
the clergy upon the same side, a contest is almost hope- 
less.* Such a union did exist, no doubt, during half the 
reign of Greorge lU., and during the reign of his successor; 
and this posture of affairs being nearest in order of time to 
the men of 1835, was naturally assumed to be the normal 
one. But it has existed only yery partially since the termi- 
nation of the period we have assigned to it, and before its 
conmiencement had scarcely existed at all. The Church 
and the Grown had been united against the aristocracy. 
The aristocracy and the Ghurch had been united against 
the Grown. But all three together had never, before the 
French Revolution, stood on the defensive together against 
the extension of popular rights, or the concession of reli- 
gious freedom. De Quincey's distinction, therefore, between 
Whig and Tory is too broad if intended to apply to 
any but a very narrow period of time. Timocracy is a 
comprehensive creed, and will hold other fish besides 
Tories. Its meshes are large enough to hold even '^ that 
leviathan/' who, in Burke's language, ^^ wallowed in the 
fat of Bedford level.** The distinction between Whigs and 
Tories during the latter stage of their existence in a vital 
form is, doubtless, the legitimate parent from whose loins 
sprang the modem distinction between Radical and Gon- 
servative, which obviously corresponds more nearly with 

* Cf. Baike*B letter to Fox of 1777, quoted by Mr. May, vol. iL 
p. 17. 
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Iir Qidneey ^ HitfiiMic Sot there are earlier and more 
d^irh -maiired dislactiatt betweeo the two, the more re- 
vwikahle of which I>e Qnmoey has oalj overlooked because 
^^ras ^MK fiaed ifMs the pheoomena of the passing mo- 
iV aind the ex^pendas of a q»ecial crisiB. Mr. ACaj 
MM^ or twioe to hare caught sight of it, as where, at 
|^^<r «, h^ difMula froaa a marvdlons statement of Mr. 
^^i^:firi\<^ OMihe'a, to i^ effect that^ '' after Bolingbroke 
mwH ^ Miw d the Jaobbite eaose, on the accession of George 
U,. ^»e 1N*^'«r h a iorfmlh find the T017 party straggling to 
fxviMi^ «hf |fNV«!p«(la^ of the down,'' — a rare combination 
a: 499in!i«^ m a iqi^|!!)e 9m%m ot — bat it eludes his yisicm again 
4«Nv<> . aiMheh»«otoa%qiioted,asif he belieyedinthe 
>4aii«4«N9)l <^ ^«aHae writer, that ^Toryism is only a creed 
ii;v n»W«Ts'' VT^* n^^ as w<dl say that a windmill was 
^v^ Ai>^ iWr uttillci^or that steam-^igines were good only 

)) ^>i« w< < yf<<r IK^ «s thai, that the parties of Whig 
9^ 4;*^^ aei^ di^ «X3kt^ down to 1832, were formed bif 
^ |^v^}«AV4ii ^ 1<»^ thoQg^ they sprang into being 
^iNii^ ^^ ^ Had dk^ Tones, as a body, disapproved of 
VMi ^w^X'OO^Ii. thett as fior as that settlement was an ex- 
^i<4^$ih'« ^"^ yvf^byr i^ts« so £ir might Whigs and Tories 
Wx^ )<^ii ImU «> <>«e«qpj the positicNis assigned to them by 
kV ^)N«iM^« Out das was not so. The Tories, always, be 
TA ii|<»w<J>^<wA> a dls^^Uftci body £rom the Jacobites, con- 
s'^Mn^ ia iW R^TDtetion ; and they concurred in it because 
iW^ <A$H>>x^<^ hy experience that the evils which the 
W W^I^|Wlk4«d« should a Papist succeed to the Throne, 
W^ i(V^^ \\Nai9 to pass. As long as these were remote and 
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uncertain — ^that is, in the reign of Charles II. — ^they held 
that to break the line of descent, and to incur all the dan- 
gers of a disputed succession, was the greater evil of the 
two. Nor were these dangers one whit more visionary than 
those predicted by the Whigs. Of the means by which it 
was found necessary to protect the Hanoverian dynasty, the 
less that is said the better. But still it was wisely determined 
that nothing could be ultimately so bad for this empire as 
the perpetuation of the old Caroline monarchy in the person 
of a Papist. Whigs and Tories consented to forget their 
differences to avert this conmion danger, and the acceptance 
of William HL was a tacit acknowledgment on the part of 
the Tories that the weight of evidence had now turned 
against them. 

To some extent, therefore, Bolingbroke is right in saying 
that parties expired at the Revolution — ^but not altogether ; 
while he is totally wrong in ignoring their subsequent resur- 
rection. The system inaugurated at the Revolution did not 
settle down into fair working order until after the accession 
of George I. During this interval the Tories still clung to 
the hope that even now perhaps the interruption of the 
direct line of descent might turn out to be a temporary ex- 
pedient, and that all the practical objects 6f the Revolution 
might still be secured under a Prince of the House of 
Stuart. Thus the distinction between Whig and Tory, 
from 1688 to 1714, was only a modified form of the dis- 
tinction which created them at first. The Tories under 
William III., indeed, were not a court party, as they had 
been under Charles IL They called themselves, in fact, 
the country party. But, as far as they gave their support 
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to that prinoe at all, ^bej did it on mcMiaidiical prin- 
ciples ; and daring liie latter part of Qneen Anne's reign, 
ihey had abaolntelj retained to the position which had dis- 
tingoished them thirty yean before : the preference, that 
is, of the legitimate heir at aO hazards, to the perils of a 
disputed soecession. The Whigs, on the other hand, re- 
mained firm to their old principles ; so that, in onr judgment, 
it is from 1714 rather than from 1688 that the lapse of one 
set of relations between Whig and T017, and the birth of a 
new one, is properly to be dated. We are all of ns aocos- 
tomed to talk of the Berolution of 1688 ; but we too fre- 
quently forget that it was a drama in two parts, of which 
the succession of the House of Hanoyer was the second and 
completing act. Till this event took place, it was stiU un- 
certain whether the old regime had been finally superseded 
or not; and political parties, accordingly, still retained 
tiumcrotw ^aoes of their ancient character. But with the 
(trm establishment of parliamentary govermnent they took 
a ne^ shape. The Jacobites, of course, still clung to the 
skirts of the Tories ; but the majority of these, giving up, 
tu every practical sense at least, the cause of the CJievalier, 
betook themselves to exposing those abuses which the 
exigencies of a disputed title had entailed upon Grovemment, 
and thus earning for themselves the credit of being " pa- 
triot,** at about the same price which is usually paid for 
that honour. 

Thus, the strife of parties, from the Restoration to the 
ftnal decease of the Stuart dynasty, lulled for a time by the 
U^HHisity of showing an unbroken front to James II., had 
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gathered yirtually round the same pomt: the possibility, 
that was, of maintaining civil and religions liberty without 
interrupting the succession. The great value placed by Eng- 
lish statesmen upon the maintenance of hereditary right had 
been shown in the case of Queen Mary, and was a legacy 
from the wars of the Hoses. The Tory party — and here, of 
course, it is needless to say we are speaking of the good 
men of both parties, men who really thought and felt upon 
the subject, and not of time-servers and adventurers — ^the 
Tory party strove hard to save that principle. The Whigs, 
caring less about this, strove hard to make sure of the 
liberties which had come to us in 1688. Herein, down to 
the death of Queen Anne, lay the fondamental difference 
between the two parties. Neither were labouring for ends 
undeserving of approval. The purpose of the Tories was in 
the abstract quite right. The policy of the Whigs has 
been justified by the best of all justifications — the event. 
Had James lU. been like his ancestor, Henry IV., the 
fulfilment of the Tory scheme would have been to be 
desired. But we now know that both the son and the 
grandson of James U., unfit as they were to reign over 
England at any time, were peculiarly unfit for the part 
they would then have had to play. This, perhaps, was not 
so fully understood then as it has been since. But to 
determine the exact deductions which ought to be made on 
that account from the credit of the Whig party is a refine- 
ment to which history cannot stoop. . 

• From 1714 to the end of the eighteenth century forms 
another epoch in the history of party, which requires to be 
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separately treatecL It was now, as we hare jost 
that the Tories began to arrogate to themsdTes the tide ai 
patriots ; and with the commenoement of this period 
ideas began to ^rout, which formed in their maAxaHty 
essential doctrine of Toryism for more than half 
This, then, is the second phase of party antagonism in 
Great Britain, as that included within the tenns of I>e 
Qoinoey's definition is the third. We can easfly ii 
the discomfited party which lost everything by the 
of George I., standing, as it were, with their hands in their 
pockets, and inquiring of their snccessM adversaries, 
'^ Well, gentlemen, and what are you going to do for ns now 7^ 
As time went on, and what they were going to do became 
apparent, the Tories would begin to say that we didn't 
seem to have gained so very much. The better principle 
which was working invisibly underneath the system of Sir 
Robert Walpole they could not see. In other respects, all 
external phenomena were unfavourable to the new order of 
things : a growing debt, a large standing army, increased 
taxation, organised bribery, a timid peace, and a disastrous 
war. ^^ Zounds I" would cry the country gentlemen, 
slapping their thighs in triumph, " Charles II.'s men had 
not been so very far wrong. These were the evils whidi 
the old Tories had foreseen. The Minister had become ' a 
perpetual dictator.' A prince to whom the old English 
loyalty might again attach itself was, at all events, better 
than this." Now, . as it never entered into the head of 
either party in those days that the abuses which then dis- 
figured parliamentary government could be remedied from 
below, the inevitable conclusion of those who desired, for 
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^ any reason whatever, to see them cured, was, that they must 

J be dealt with from above. Hence it grew to be the creed 

of the Tory party that the Augean stable, which the House 
, of Commons appeared to have become, must be cleansed 

and purified by a vigorous assertion of prerogative. Eighty 
years afterwards an analogous result was sought for by a 
large infusion of democracy. In each case it is possible 
that the Reformers went too far ; yet in each case the 
means adopted seem to have been appropriate to the age. 
G^rge III., no doubt for a very brief period, turned the 
weapons of the Whigs against themselves, and bribed as 
extensively as Walpole ; but when he had once broken the 
neck of the Whig domination, he had no further need of 
such instruments, and this particular evil was thus, at all 
events, put down. That this result was only purchased at a 
high price may or may not be quite true ; but if it was, it 
only in this respect resembles most other great political 
results. The Reformation was bought at a great price; 
the Revolution was bought at a great price ; and the Reform 
Bill was bought at a very great price indeed. 

Of this, however, more presently. An amusing poHtical 
satire might, no doubt, be written upon the T017 party in 
the reign of Qeorge II. ^^The Tories in search of a 
King" is an image which has already suggested many 
strokes of ridicule to their opponents. At first they floun- 
dered about sadly. Frederick Prince of Wales was a queer 
kind of patriot King ; but when at length their visionary 
and romantic notions came in contact with the strong, if 
narrow, sense and resolute will of George III., they found 
exactly what they wanted, and the union watf at once 
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therefore, Liord Macanlay says that from 1783 to 1790, or 
thereabouts, Mr. Pitt was a good Whig, he is guilty of an 
anachronism, which he would have been the first to detect 
in an opponent. The measures on which he relies in sup- 
port of this assertion had not then been appropriated by 
either party in the State. It is, strictly speaking, truer to 
say that the Whigs in after years were good Tories, than 
that the Tories long before were good Whigs. Mr. Pitt's 
party title had been stamped upon him before he com- 
menced legislation. His acceptance of office as the Eong's 
servant in 1783, and the maintenance of his place in the 
teeth of an overpowering majority throughout the winter, 
was Pitt's profession of faith. And to this creed he con- 
tinued firm through life. 

We fix the termination of this second phase of party 
antagonism about the year 1790, because, with the out- 
break of the French Revolution, no doubt, the seeds were 
sown of that horror of all change which became mixed up 
with it at a later epoch ; though during the lifetime of Pitt, 
and, indeed, for some years afterwards, this spirit was only 
in its iufSemcy. Toryism, however, in this guise, is only 
another name for Conservatism, and therefore it is that we 
have dwelt at length upon the aspects and operation of this 
famous creed while it yet existed in its integrity. It passes, 
as we have seen, through two distinct phases before its 
waters mingle finally with the broad current of general 
Conservatism, in which its more striking peculiarities are 
merged and lost. The first of these extends from the 
middle of the reign of Charles II. to the completion of 
the English Revolution in 1714 : the second, from the ac- 
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cession of George I. to the beginning of the French Revo- 
Intion in 1790. The comparative merits of the two great 
parties throughout the whole period, it would be foreign 
to our present purpose to endeavour to appraise. We only 
wish to ptint out this, that during this same period both 
parties must be judged upon first principles of goyemment. 
If the Whig principle was right, it could not be made 
wrong by the bribery of Sir Robert Walpole or the mis- 
fortunes of Admiral Hosier. If the Tory principle was 
right, it could not be made wrong by the prosecution of 
the American war or the refusal of Romish emancipation. 
In either case, these were accidents and not essentials ; and, 
indeed, it is only fair to George III. to ask, what, if the 
American war had been successful, would have been the 
verdict of posterity on its justice ? Yet it is admitted by 
military men that had a Olive, a Wolfe, or an Abercromby 
commanded our troops at the outset, the colonies must 
certainly have succumbed. However, what we mean is, 
that it was not what was done, so much as how it was 
done, which in those days distinguished the one creed from 
the other. Greorge III. would have been just as much a 
Tory in promoting as in resisting the repeal of the Roman 
Catholic disabilities had he striven to attain this end by 
the exercise of personal authority. It must not however 
be forgotten that his individual conduct, when blameworthy, 
is of course an indirect impugnment of the Tory theory. 
For the case against absolute notonarchy being partially 
founded upon the improbability of obtaining a sufficient 
number of wise monarch s, any additional instance of a mis- 
taken or impoKtic ruler strengthens it by so much. And 
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though, of course, absolute monarchy was yery far from 
the intention of the Tories, jet just so far as the preroga- 
tive which they did favour advanced in that direction does 
this argument afifect them. 

We now pass on to the last or mixed phase of the old 
party opposition, in which the primary idea of ^ preroga- 
tive " became wedded to the secondary idea of the main- 
tenance of existing institutions. Between the two there 
was no logical connexion. The great Conservative majority 
which the French Revolution had called into being, made 
use of a Tory ministry to carry out their wishes. But the 
two creeds — ^the genuine Toryism of the eighteenth cen- 
tury, and the Conservative Toryism of a later era — still 
existed in quiet distinct shapes alongside as it were of 
each other down almost to the date of the Reform Bill. 
Even so late as the time of Mr. Canning's ministry, the 
old Tory principle continued to reassert itself. And in the 
latest volume of that long series of political memoirs which 
have been published by the family of Qrenville, we find 
proofs that George lY. still aspired to sustain the part so 
long acted by his father, and that he had ministers about 
him who strove to humour his ambition. But, on the 
whole, it was the newer aspect of Toryism which, after 
1815 at all events, impressed itself on the public mind. 
And the new aspect which Whiggism assumed to accom- 
modate itself to the changed position of its antagonist is 
likewise that with which we are all of us most familiar. 
When the stirring times which preceded the peace of 1815 
had created a strong Conservative party in the country, and 
when the proof given by the Prince Regent that he meant 
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to oontinne the old party in power, had finally determined 
the Whigs to put no more faith in princes, but to throw 
themselves on the people to recruit their shattered fortunes, 
Tory and Whig began to confront each other upon a very 
different footing from anything which had formerly distin- 
guished them. The Tory gradually became the staunch 
champion of everything good, bad, or indifferent, which 
existed in the British constitution ; and by so doing, he of 
course gave a vantage ground to the Whigs, of which they 
did not fail to make the most. The Whigs, on the other 
hand, departing from their old position of simple hostiUty 
to prerogative, devoted themselves steadily to the redress 
of glaring anomalies and antiquated laws, and by so doing, 
established a contrast so favourable to themselves, that 
they have ever since lived upon the fame of it. Notwith- 
standing the numerous abuses, the redress of which had 
been thrown over by the great war upon the shoulders of 
a younger generation, there is in the pure action of party 
during this period (1816 — 1830) something very healthy 
and attractive. The secret of it is, that in those days each 
side was thoroughly in earnest. The Whigs had no doubt 
or mistrust of the course upon which they had entered. 
The reforms which they pursued were good and useful ones, 
and such, moreover, as an aristocratic party could promote 
without, as it appeared, any danger to themselves. The 
Tories, on the other hand, heartily believed in the sanctity 
of their own citadel, and in the " myriad woes " which 
would ensue upon the removal of a single stone. They 
had confidence, moreover, in their own strength. They 
did not, up to the last moment, despair of a successful re- 
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sistanoe. In their camp, then, there was neither douht, 
Inkewarmness, nor despondency. Thus, on hoth sides liie 
struggle was conducted with an energy, a sincerity, and a 
hopefuhiess, which has never since that time characterised 
our party warfare. Had government been made for party, 
instead of party for government, then these would have been 
the palmy days of British politics. 

With the death of Gteorge IV., the old tradition of pre- 
rogative, which his father had resuscitated, went to sleep 
once more, and the idea which had been grafted on to 
Toryism at the French Revolution now accordingly became 
its sole representative. For the adequate expression of 
this idea by itself, it was soon found that a new phase was 
required It is true enough that to the odious associations 
which still clung round the word Tory in the popular mind, 
Sir Robert PeeFs adoption of the word Conservative is 
commonly and justly attributed. But when Toryism had 
ceased to be anything except Conservatism, it is obvious 
that sooner or later it would have come to be so called. 
In this epoch, then, the transformation of parties which 
had been gradually proceeding under cover of the old 
names for a quarter of a century was completed, and again 
we make a fresh start, dating formally from the first 
Reformed Parliament in the year 1833. 

Exactly one generation has passed away since that time. 
But it cannot be said that the system of party has yet 
regained its old solidity. The English aristocracy, over con- 
fident in its own strength, had drawn their swords against 
each other, and fancied they could fight out the quarrel 
snugly among themselves, without, as a body, being the 
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weaker for it. Never was a greater mistake. When 
thieres fall bat, thought the Radicals, honest men get 
their own. And the new class of memhers introduced 
by the Reform Bill yery soon showed their determination 
not to be used as cat^s-paws, or as mere capite censi, to 
give the Whig party a majority. Hence, during this 
fourth epoch of party, we have two principles of division 
to deal with, which are perpetually crossing each other. 
There is the Parliamentary division, and there is the social 
division ; and even these are fluctuating. Sometimes the 
former presents us with two parties as before, and some- 
limes with three. Now we see Conservatives, Whigs, and 
Radicals standing out plainly and distinctly from each 
other ; now the sharp outlines begin to grow confused, the 
colours to intermingle, and presently emerge from the 
cloud only two large parties, the Whigs and Radicals, 
united for the nonce against the Conservatives. For a 
third time they dissolve, and reconstruct themselves, and 
then we find Conservatives and Whigs combined in the 
same fashion against Radicals. Now, which of these divi- 
sions is essential, and which is only accidental ? Are the 
Whigs the more sincere when they stand upon the side of 
Conservatives, or when they stand upon the side of the 
Radicals? Their quarrel with the former, it should be 
considered, is a dynastic quarrel, and is therefore in some 
respects likdy to be more intense than any dififer^ices which 
separated them firom the latter, being, as these must be, 
mere differences of opinion. It is probable that Lord 
Palmerston and Lord Derby may agree pretty much upon 
the mode in which this country should be governed ; but 
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then both cannot govern it at once. It is probable — nay, 
certain, that Mr. Bright and Lord Pahnerston differ con> 
siderably npon the first point ; but then they are not rivals 
on the second. Thus it is that the present confused 
state of parties is still kept up, and that no immediate 
prospect of anything different is at hand. What that 
difference ought to be, were it possible, is the question at 
issue. 

That many of the old Whigs regard the policy of the 
Radicals much as an old hen watches her brood of duck- 
lings in the water is, we suppose, as true as the image we 
bftve used is trite. But is that a sufficient reason for the 
Whigs to xmite with the Conservatives, and to abandon 
their old programme ? 8uch a step would at once simplify 
the state of politics, and re-estabhsh two great parties, as 
dear and well-defined as the old ones. Mr. May, whose 
Whiggism is undeniable, himself confesses that the Whig 
party have '' nearly worked out the political reforms com- 
prised in the scheme of an aristocratic party." If, there- 
fore, the old function of the Whigs, as the opponents of 
prerogative, is, to say the least of it, dormant; while their 
new one as popular Reformers has been worked out; it 
would certainly seem as if nothing distinctive was left to 
them, and that they and the Conservatives have, by different 
roads, at length reached the same goal. If that is so, the 
Whigs are a sheer anachronism ; and the sooner they do 
unite with the party which is now in opposition the better 
for Parliamentary Government, and the better for the 
whole nation, which can derive no real benefit from the per- 
petuation of a mere sham. From this point of view they 
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remind us, rather, of Temple Bar, which once a real pro- 
tection to the liberties of the citizens, has now become only 
an intolerable obstruction to traffic. It is venerable, but 
it is a nuisance. 

We have now traced the history of English parties from 
their origin to the present day. We have seen them pass 
through three distinct phases, and into the middle of a 
fourth. During the first, the main point at issue was the 
comparatiye danger of a disputed succession on the one 
hand, and of a Popish prince upon the other. During the 
second, the Tories were engaged in recovering for the 
Grown as much of its old prerogative as the Revolution had 
left untouched; and the Whigs in resisting a reaction 
which they believed to be contrary to the spirit, if not to 
the letter of the Constitution. During the third, the anta- 
gonism of the two parties, while it still frequently broke 
out on the Royal prerogative, had extended itself likewise 
to the subject of national institutions. During the fourth, 
we find that, prerogative having dropped out of the quarrel, 
institutions have become the sole battle-ground of parties, 
and that consequently modem Toryism is simply and ex- 
clusively conservative. What the popular party has 
become it is not so easy to define, since the traditions and 
necessities of one half of it are more or less at variance with 
its social sympathies and interests. Which of these two 
motives will ultimately determine the conduct of the Whig 
party is probably the most interesting subject of specula- 
tion which the present state of politics presents. On this, 
however, we cannot now enter. It remains to say a few 
words on the merits of party in the abstract, and to con- 
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sider upon what ground the acknowledgments of its 
useftdness are based, which we have placed at the com- 
mencement of this article. 

Perhaps one of the best ways of appreciating the utility 
of party is by considering what Parliament must necessarily 
become without it. Let us imagine a House of Commons 
in which this system was unknown ; in which members had 
no other object in attending in their places but the ' public 
good/ or eyeiy now and then the promotion or repulsion of 
some particular measure in which they took a personal 
interest. Let us suppose that the House, as a body, had 
no common principles of action, and that each man did 
what seemed right in his own eyes, regardless of the opi* 
nions of his neighbour. The ordinary business of the House 
would then virtually be transacted by a series of Select 
Committees, as questions successively arose in which batches 
of members had a stake. Among these batches there 
would, by the terms of our hypothesis, be no co-operation : 
no agreement, that is, of one batch to help another in a 
matter of no interest to itself on condition of receiving the 
like assistance in return. And when extraordinary business, 
some great debate — say on foreign affairs, or national 
expenditure-— drew together a fuller House, men unac- 
customed to act in concert and to all those little sacrifices 
which such action entails, could seldom impart much practi- 
cal weight to their opinions, or agree in sufficient numbers 
on any definite issue, to obtain a majority on division. The 
minister, on the other hand, we must remember, would 
always be at the head of a certain number of supporters on 
whose votes he could rely of course. The Members of his 

2d 
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own adminiBiratiion, together with their respectiye retainers^ 
Bxuh. as ereiy man in office may gather round himself if he 
chooses, would always present a compact and unanimous 
array to the fluctuating mass of its opponents. A minister 
in such a position would resemble a general at the head of 
a small regular force in the presence of a host of savages ; 
and considering his superior chances of being able to create 
divisions and distractions among his enemies, in a more ad- 
yantageous one than his. On all ordinary questions he 
would beat the opposition in detail, section by section, 
clique by clique, each one standing alone on its own parti- 
cular subject ; while on greater questions he .would, for the. 
reasons we have just given, be able either to crush or dis- 
solve almost any opposition that might be formed against 
him, barring some extraordinary crisis, or, the commission 
of some political crime. A minister so placed might, it is 
obvious, continue to maintain himself in power long affcer 
he had ceased to be acceptable to either Parliament or the 
people. And it is probable, indeed, that such a state of 
things must lead to the foundation of ''party," even if 
unheard of previously. 

By the system of party, then, minorities can make them- 
selves heard much better than they could without it, while the 
public has a much surer guarantee for the expulsion of un- 
popular ministers. In the second place, it is to be observed 
that to the stringency of party discipline and the cogency of 
party interests, we owe the passage of more than one great 
measure, which without these twin propellers would, to say 
the least of it, have been indefinitely deferred. It is ques- 
tionable, for instance, whether the whole rank and file of 
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the Whig party were in their inmost hearts in favour of 
Parliamentary Reform. But the leaders had made it a 
party question, and the followers were obliged to vote for it. 
Again, their chance of office depended on it, and this con- 
sideration would, of course, weigh the heaviest with the very 
men who prized their vested interests the most. It is 
equally doubtful whether the great Whig landowners were 
more favourable in their hearts to the cause of free trade 
than the Conservatives. But the spell of party discipline 
was qn them, and they went up to battle with a smile. 

The influence of party on individuals is far offcener beneficial 
than otherwise. There are a great many men who are 
crotchety, but only a very few to whom it does not do a 
great deal of good to have their sharp points, we will not 
say extracted, but hammered down. Nine characters out 
of ten are strengthened, and, as it were, condensed by the 
process. When party discipline is at its height, such men as 
these are caught up and clapped into the team alongside of 
steady-going veterans, of whom they learn to go straight, 
while teaching them in turn to go fast. In this way they 
are utilized, and the really serviceable stuff that is in them 
made the most of. A party is stronger and better for 
having a certain portion of such rough and jagged material 
welded into it, as the strongest gun-barrels are made out of 
old nails ; while the individual himself is at the same time 
equally improved. In the second place, as every political 
party is a little state within itself, the laws by which it is 
governed exerdse all those qualities which are peculiarly 
characteristic of Englishmen — ^toleration of adverse opi- 
nions, the' sacrifice of personal feelings to the public good, a 
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regard to what is practical and possible, and the patient 
pniBuit of great ends by slow and lawful means. An indi- 
vidoal on whom any great issue hangs, may die to-morrow, 
and what he is to do, therefore must be done quickly. But 
party never dies, and one generation of men may contentedly 
hand down their inchoate policy to another in the calm con- 
fidence that if right it will be finished. This particular 
result, indeed, we hold to be one of the most valuable of 
which party is productive. But the habit of voluntary 
subordination which it necessanly encourages is likewise 
most fruitful of good, exhibited as it is in large classes of 
men who are as it were set upon a hill, the objects of uni- 
versal contemplation. Unconditional obedience to party 
dictates is not of course to be admired ; that, as Burke says, 
is a servitude to which no man could submit. But to what 
extent, and under what circumstances individuals may de- 
viate from their connexion is still an unsettled question in 
party morality. In the days on which many men look back 
as furnishing a model of party management, namely, the 
ministry of the late Sir Robert Peel, this license was most 
sparingly conceded. And once, when some unlucky Con- 
servative had actually been audacious enough to vote 
against his own side, men went about with grave faces, 
whispering quite seriously to each other that "there had 
been madness in the family."* 

The drawbacks which attach to party are proper to it 
rather than essential. But they are certainly not incon- 
siderable. The heaviest of all arises from the necessity of 



* Thb is 8 fact. 
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holding it together whether any great principle be on its 
trial before Parliament or not. A party, like any other 
body of men which depends for its efficiency on disciplines 
if allowed to straggle and disperse, cannot be snnmioned to- 
gether again at a moment^s notice in a state at all fit for 
action. Hence the origin of practices which, more than any 
other, bring party into disrepute, and teach the world to 
call it faction. We mean the employment of artificial 
*' cries*' to stimulate party zeal, and as pretexts for or« 
ganised hostilities. The Honse of Commons, said a great 
writer, " grows fond of those who show it game." And a 
party must hunt something, though it is only '< a drag,'* 
if it is to be kept loyal to its leaders, fit for work, and 
assured of its internal concord. The result is, that debates 
are frequently got up, and pushed to very close divisions, 
and even ministries sometimes overthrown, upon questions 
where the mere difference of opinion is far firom justifying 
such extremities. A curious illustration of this occurred in 
1857, when Goyemment was beaten on the question of the 
Chinese War. We do not mean to say that the policy of 
Gk)yemment in this case was not a legitimate subject of 
dispute, nor to deny that any members who voted with the 
Opposition were sincere in their disapproval of it, even to 
the length of ousting Lord Palmerston from office. But 
we do know this, that it was not the intention of the Con- 
servative leaden to defeat the Qovemment on that occa- 
sion ; their object being merely to divide against it as largo 
a minority as possible, for the purpose of animating their 
own party by revealing the weakness of their antagonistH. 
A leading member of the Opposition, as the Iloiuie won 
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just about diyiding, was oreriieard to matter to a colleague, 

" D n ! we shall be in a majorily !" To the pnblic in 

general, such a spirit most seem the acme of yexatioiisness. 
Yet any one who will take the trouble honestlj to think 
out the question for himself will see that it must be next 
to impossible for party leaders to avoid such tactics. It is 
difficult to understand how Parliamentarj Groyermnenty as 
practically worked in England at the present dAy, could 
exist without party. Party cannot exist unless its energies 
are periodically whetted. Real objects of contention do not 
always present themselyes ; and hence the growth of what 
it is usual to call '' factious opposition" on both sides. It 
is an admitted eyil. But any remedy for it that* we are 
capable of discerning would be worse than the disease. 

It is another unfortunate circumstance that party is more 
constantly seen under its lower than its higher aspect. As 
one by one the great questions which have hitherto diyided 
parties disappear from yiew, the chances of a regular battle 
in which the combatants are heartily in earnest, and think 
more of the result than of themselyes, grow less and less : 
and the spectacle of a sham fight waged only for the sake 
of discipline, more and more frequent. By this last con- 
sideration, indeed, another one is suggested of paramount 
importance to the state. What is to be the future of 
" party ?" How will it be fed in coming times ? Its arti- 
ficial action is tolerated at the present day because many 
real and deeply set diflferences of opimon do still exist, 
which may at any time demand its services. But supposing 
all or almost all these to be eliminated ; suppose the utmost 
to happen that could happen in the way of liberatiye legis- 
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lation ; supposing no class in the community to have any 
grieyance or shadow of a grieyance left which Parliament 
could redress — and such a supposition is not really yery 
extrayagant — ^where would parties be then ? Would they 
perish of sheer atrophy, or deriye a precarious subsistence 
from foreign affairs ? History affords us little or no help 
towards answering this question. The parties of Rome and 
Athens were so different from our own that we can hardly 
compare the two together. But this much is to be observed 
of the Athenians, that the meddlesome spirit of that people 
in foreign countries deyeloped itself almost exactly in the 
same proportion as disputes upon domestic politics grew 
less and less possible by the gradual concession of eyery 
popular demand. It is certainly not to be desired that the 
English should follow this example. But through what 
stages Parliamentary Goyemment has yet to pass, either 
before or after it shall arriye at such a point as this, no 
human foresight can diyine. Deeper and more oonyulsing 
questions than any we haye yet presumed may possibly arise 
hereafter to continue the yitality of parties to remote gene- 
rations. But unless they do, it is not easy to conceiye how 
their present organism can be perpetuated. 



THE END. 
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